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CHAPTER  I 


INTRODUCTION 

The  gathering  of  data  from  archaeological  sites,  in  nearly 
every  instance,  involves  the  destruction  of  the  original  record. 

Only  to  the  extent  to  which  that  record  is  transposed  to  the 
archaeologist's  notes  is  it  preserved  for  study  either  by  the 
collector  himself  or  by  other  students.  A  good  axiom  for  archa¬ 
eologists  is  that  "it  is  not  what  you  find,  but  how  you  find  it," 
and  it  is  superfluous  to  point  out  that  "how  you  find  it"  can  be 
told  only  from  notes  and  not  specimens.  An  archaeological  find 
is  only  as  good  as  the  notes  upon  it.  Therefore  only  one  objec¬ 
tive  can  be  sanctioned  with  regard  to  the  actual  excavation  of 
archaeological  sites:  that  of  securing  the  most  complete  record 
possible,  not  only  of  those  details  which  are  of  interest  to  the 
collector,  but  of  the  entire  geographic  and  human  environment. 

That  which  is  not  recorded  is  most  often  entirely  lost.  In  such 
a  situation,  selection  implies  wanton  waste  (Taylor  1948:152). 

It  is  the  task  of  the  archaeologist  to  systematically  and  objectively 
dismantle  the  archaeological  site  in  a  manner  so  that  it  can  be  nearly 
duplicated  on  paper  and  to  ".  .  .  exploit  fully  and  without  abridgment  the 
cultural  and  geographic  record  contained  within  the  site  attacked  (Taylor 
1948:153)."  It  is  axiomatic,  however,  that  the  excavations  be  conducted 
with  reference  to  specific  problems. 

The  research  and  mitigation  program  in  the  Gainesville  Lake  area  was 
designed  to  excavate  the  sites  and  treat  the  recovered  data  in  a  manner 
that  would  allow  an  approximation  of  the  succession  of  changing  lifeways 
throughout  the  lake  area's  12,000  year  prehistory. 

In  May  1976,  the  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  Mobile  District,  con¬ 
tracted  with  The  University  of  Alabama  Office  of  Archaeological  Research 
to  conduct  extensive  archaeological  investigations  within  the  Gainesville 
Lake  area.  The  lake  area  is  a  segment  of  the  Tennessee  Tombigbee  Waterway 
project  located  in  Sumter,  Greene  and  Pickens  Counties,  Alabama.  Sites 
IGrlXl,  !Gr2,  lGr50,  lPi33  and  lPi61  were  investigated  as  per  the  Scope  of 
Services  specified  in  Contract  DACW01-76-C-0120. 

Knowledge  of  these  sites  prior  to  the  excavations  described  in  this 
report  was  limited  to  survey  data  recorded  by  Walthall  (UAMNH  1970)  and 
Jenkins  et  al.  (1975)  and  test  excavation  data  recovered  by  Nielsen  and 
Moorehead  (1972),  Nielsen  and  Jenkins  (1973)  and  Jenkins  (1975).  Site 
IGrlXl  was  identified  by  Nielsen  and  Moorehead  (1972)  as  a  midden  concen¬ 
tration  along  the  nothern  edge  of  Site  lGrl.  Walthall  (UAMNH  1970:2) 
first  recorded  Site  lGrl  and  suggested  the  possibility  that  it  was  the 
same  site  Clarence  B.  Moore  (1901)  designated  as  the  Smiths  Ferry  or 
Smiths  Landing  site.  Site  lGr2  was  first  recorded  by  Walthall  (UAMNH 
1970)  and  was  later  tested  by  Nielsen  and  Jenkins  (1973)  and  by  Jenkins 
(1975).  Sites  lGr50,  lPi33  and  !Pi61  were  first  recorded  by  Jenkins  et 
al.  (1975). 
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Data  from  these  preliminary  investigations  of  the  Gainesville  Lake 
area,  together  with  the  cumulative  data  from  the  excavations  described  in 
this  volume,  were  used  to  devise  a  preliminary  cultural  chronology  for  the 
central  Tombigbee  drainage  (Fig.  1).  Local  phases  and  subphases  of  the 
archaeological  periods  and  stages  indicated  in  Figure  1  are  more  fully 
described  in  Volumes  II  and  V. 

Because  of  the  large  amount  of  cultural  material  recovered  from  these 
four  very  extensive  sites.  Sites  IGrlXl,  lGr2,  lPi33,  and  1P161  and 
one  smaller  site,  IGr50,  the  final  report  has  been  divided  into  five  vo¬ 
lumes.  This  report.  Volume  I,  describes  the  sites,  the  methods  used  to 
excavate  them,  and  summarizes  their  spatial  and  chronological  composition. 
Five  major  classes  of  materials;  ceramics,  lithics,  flora,  fauna,  and 
human  osteology  were  recovered  from  the  five  excavated  sites.  The  nonpor¬ 
table  contexts  from  which  these  materials  were  recovered  were  systemati¬ 
cally  recorded  and  described.  The  best  contexts  from  which  these  mate¬ 
rials  were  recovered  were  the  pit  features  and  much  of  Volume  I  is  devoted 
to  describing  the  physical  attributes  and  horizontal  distribution  of  these 
pits. 

The  ceramics  from  the  five  sites  and  a  chronology  for  the  2,500  years 
of  ceramic  variability  represented  at  these  sites  are  described  in  Volume 
II.  The  ceramic  chronology  has  been  used  to  effectively  date  other 
classes  of  data  found  in  primary  contexts,  and  to  document  their  change 
through  time.  Volume  III  describes  the  lithics  from  all  contexts,  and 
documents  temporal  changes  in  lithic  variability,  including  chronology 
technology,  and  use.  Volume  IV  describes  the  flora  and  fauna  from  se¬ 
lected  contexts  and  includes  discussions  on  the  use  of  plant  and  animal 
species  changes  through  time.  Volume  IV  also  describes  the  human  skeletal 
remains  from  all  excavated  sites  and  discusses  the  physical  and  patho¬ 
logical  changes  within  the  prehistoric  populations.  Finally,  Volume  V 
summarizes  the  information  presented  in  the  first  four  volumes  and  demon¬ 
strates  how  and  why  the  cultural  systems  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  Gaines¬ 
ville  Lake  area  in  the  Central  Tombigbee  region  changed  through  time. 
These  cultural  systems  are  also  evaluated  within  a  broader  cultural  and 
geographical  perspective  in  Volume  V. 


CHAPTER  II 


FEATURE  TYPOLOGY 
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INTRODUCTION 


The  term  feature  has  become  one  of  the  most  popular  expressions  in 
archaeological  terminology.  Archaeologists  have  almost  universally  used 
|  this  term  and  have  implicitly  accepted  its  meaning,  undoubtedly  because  of 

the  archaeologist's  inevitable  encounter  with  phenomena  at  a  site  which 
must  .be  studied  in  situ.  These  nonportable  artifacts  present  the  archae¬ 
ologist  with  an  interpretative  dilemma;  they  must  be  delimited  and  de¬ 
scribed  in  the  field  within  a  brief  time  span,  placing  an  added  burden  on 
the  prehistorian  seeking  to  explain  extinct  cultural  systems. 

^  All  nonportable  features  belong  to  the  archaeologically  defined 

category  of  artifacts.  According  to  Spaulding  (1960:61)  artifacts 

"...  include  all  objects  and  traces  of  objects  that  have  been  modified 
by  cultural  behavior."  Dunnell  (1971:117)  refers  to  artifacts  as 

"...  anything  which  exhibits  any  physical  attributes  that  can  be  as- 
|  summed  to  be  the  result  of  human  activity."  Binford's  (1972a)  definition 

of  a  cultural  feature  presents  a  reasonable  construct  for  the  identitifi- 
cation  of  a  feature.  Binford  states  that: 


Cultural  features  are  bounded  and  qualitatively  isolated 
units  that  exhibit  a  structural  association  between  two  or  more 
cultural  items  and  types  of  nonrecoverable  or  composite  matri¬ 
ces.  The  cultural  feature  cannot  be  formally  analyzed  or  at 
least  formally  observed  after  its  dissection  in  the  field 
(Binford  1972a:145). 
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Features  are  classified  according  to  a  combination  of  morphological  dis¬ 
tinctions  in  this  section.  The  description  of  shape  takes  precedence  for 
most  feature  categorizations,  but  other  physical  properties  are  used  to 
segregate  qualitatively  distinct  categories.  For  instance,  sherd  concen¬ 
trations,  fired  clay  concentrations,  fire  cracked  chert  concentrations  and 
shell  lenses  are  physically  distinct  from  filled  pits.  Hearths  are  so 
classified  on  the  basis  of  characteristics  such  as  evidence  of  burning, 
location  (generally  within  structures),  and  their  shallow  configuration. 


The  majority  of  the  features  encountered  during  the  Gainesville 
excavations  were  prehistoric  post  holes  and  pits.  These  were  of  varying 
depths  and  many  different  shapes  and  sizes.  Post  holes  were  the  most 
numerous  feature  category.  These  were,  however,  usually  not  given  feature 
numbers.  Post  holes  may  be  considered  a  special  class  of  pit.  Earth 
excavated  in  their  construction  served  to  support  posts,  thus  the  special 
designation — post  holes. 


The  majority  of  the  features  excavated  during  the  1976  and  1977  field 
seasons  within  the  Gainesville  Lake  area  were  cultural  features.  A  few 
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features  resulted  from  forces  other  than  human  behavior  (tree  roots,  ro¬ 
dent  burrows,  erosional  gullies,  etc.)  and  these  were  designated  as  natu¬ 
ral  features. 


A  total  of  4,579  features  was  excavated:  254  at  Site  lGrlXl;  396  at 
Site  lGr2;  21  at  Site  lGr50;  2,464  at  Site  1 Pi6 1 ;  and  1,444  at  Site  lPi33. 
The  features  at  the  five  sites  fall  into  the  following  general  categories: 
4,108  post  holes;  2  wall  trenches;  9  structures;  1  shell  lens;  and  458 
pits,  hearths,  artifact  concentrations  or  burials.  Two  additional  thick 
midden  lenses,  one  each  at  Site  lGrlXl  and  Site  lGr2,  were  encountered. 
One  of  these  midden  lenses  was  in  definite  association  with  a  house,  and  a 
similar  association  is  probable  for  the  other. 

In  the  following  chapters  detailed  individual  feature  descriptions 
and  tabulations  are  presented  within  this  framework  (Tables  5,  7,  9,  13). 
Features  are  discussed  under  the  description  of  each  of  the  excavated 
sites  in  terras  of  cultural  and  natural  site  formation  processes  and  the 
vertical  and  horizontal  distribution  of  the  archaeological  components. 
The  feature  typology  presented  below  describes  the  attributes  used  to 
identify  features  and  provides  a  general  reference  for  assessing  similar¬ 
ities  and  differences  among  these  nonportable  artifacts. 


FEATURE  TYPOLOGY 


The  following  feature  categories  were  recognized  at  the  excavated 

sites: 


1.  Hearths 

A.  Shallow  Basins  (Fig.  90) 

Small  roughly  circular  basins  with  depths  generally  of  less 
than  0.5  ft  (0.15  ra) .  These  may  include  a  prepared  clay  floor 
and  are  filled  with  charcoal  or  ash  lenses. 

B.  Surface  Hearths 

Areas  of  fired  sand,  ferruginous  sandstone  fragments  and  burned 
hickory  nut  shells.  The  discolored  sand  is  burned  to  a  depth 
of  less  than  0.5  ft  (0.15  ra) . 

II.  Sherd  Concentrations  (Fig.  64) 

Closely  packed  clusters  of  ceramic  fragments  whose  orientation 
and  depositional  characteristics  indicate  primary  deposition. 

III.  Fire  Cracked  Chert  Concentrations  (Fig.  63) 

Tightly  compacted  areas  of  thermal  spalls  which  may  have  re¬ 
sulted  from  intentionally  thermally  altering  Tuscaloosa  gra¬ 
vels. 

IV.  Amorphous  Fired  Clay  Concentrations 

Dense  quantities  of  amorphous,  generally  orange,  fired  clay 
pieces  that  appear  in  a  concentrated  area. 

V.  Midden  Lenses 

Dense  concentrations  of  organic  and  cultural  material  (char¬ 
coal,  artifacts,  etc.)  resulting  from  prehistoric  disposal 
practices . 


VI.  Shell  Lenses 

Dense  concentrations  of  shellfish  resulting  from  prehistoric 
primary  disposal  patterns. 

VII.  Post  Holes  (Fig.  67) 

Narrow,  cylindrical  discolorations  representing  the  maximum 
excavated  area  for  the  placement  of  posts. 

VIII.  Post  Molds 

Impressions  of  actual  posts  placed  within  a  more  inclusive 
setting,  i.e.,  a  post  hole,  wall  trench  or  footing  ditch. 

IX.  Wall  Trenches  (Figs.  L06  and  107) 

Long,  narrow,  deep  trenches  excavated  to  support  wall  posts. 

X.  Cultural  Pit  Feature  Categories 

A.  Basin  Shaped 

1.  Small  Basins  (Figs.  8,  9,  27,  29,  75,  76,  77,  78,  and  79) 

(a)  Oval  orifice  less  than  or  equal  to  3  ft  in  diameter. 

(b)  Depth  is  less  than  or  equal  to  one  half  of  maximum  dia¬ 

meter  . 

(c)  Slope  of  wall  is  continuous  with  base  of  pit,  i.e., 
there  is  no  clear  break  between  the  sides  of  the  pit 
and  bottom  of  the  pit. 

(d)  Base  may  be  rounded  or  flattened. 

2.  Large  Basins  (Figs.  8,  12,  28,  29,  75,  76,  77,  78,  79,  and 

87) 

Same  as  small  basin  except  the  oval  orifice  is  more 
than  3  ft  (0.91  m)  in  diameter. 

3.  Rectangular  Basins  (Figs.  27,  36,  76,  77,  78,  and  86) 

(a)  The  orifice  outlines  are  rectanglar  with  slightly 
rounded  corners. 

(b)  In  cross  section  these  features  have  straight  to  in- 
sloping  sides  and  usually  flat  bottoms,  rarely  rounded. 
Some  pits  are  very  shallow  so  that  the  the  angle  be¬ 
tween  the  base  and  sides  is  continuous.  Other  pits  are 
fairly  deep  and  the  walls  form  distinct  sides  that 
intersect  with  the  base. 

B.  Bowl  Shaped  (Figs.  8,  9,  27,  29,  and  75) 

1.  The  orifice  is  oval  to  round. 

2.  Depth  is  more  than  one  half  of  maximum  orifice  diameter. 

3.  There  is  a  continuous  slope  from  the  pit  walls  to  the  base. 

There  is  no  sharp  angle  between  the  wall  and  the  base. 

4.  The  base  is  usually  rounded,  but  may  be  flattened. 

5.  The  pit  walls  are  usually  sloping,  but  may  be  vertical. 

The  angle  between  a  plane  tangent  to  the  base  and  the  pit 

walls  may  be  greater  on  some  pits  than  others. 

6.  This  feature  type  overlaps  morphologically  with  the  basin. 

In  actuality,  it  is  a  deep  basin-like  pit. 

7.  This  feature  type  also  overlaps  morphologically  with  the 

cylindrical  pit. 
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Cylindrical  Shaped 

1.  Straight  Cylindrical  (Figs.  8,  9,  15,  16,  18,  28,  29,  35, 
76,  77,  78,  79,  83,  and  89) 

(a)  The  orifice  is  oval  to  round. 

(b)  The  sides  are  usually  vertical,  but  may  deviate  from 
the  vertical  by  less  than  10  degrees. 

(c)  The  base  is  usually  flat,  but  may  be  slightly  rounded. 

(d)  There  is  a  pronounced  break  or  angle  at  the  junction  of 
the  wall  and  base. 

2.  Flaring  Cylindrical  (Figs.  8,  13,  28,  29,  34,  77,  and  88) 

(a)  The  orifice  is  oval  to  round. 

(b)  The  lower  one  half  to  two  thirds  of  the  walls  are 
vertical. 

(c)  The  bottom  of  the  pit  is  flat. 

(d)  There  is  a  sharp  break  or  angle  between  the  sloping 
upper  portion  of  the  wall  and  the  vertical  lower  walls. 

(e)  There  is  a  break  or  angle  at  the  junction  of  the  bottom 
wall  and  base. 

(f)  This  pit  type  has  most  frequently  been  found  in  sites 
of  sandy  soil  texture  and  may  represent  straight  cylin¬ 
drical  pits  with  collapsed  upper  walls. 

3.  Contracting  Cylindrical  (Figs.  27,  37,  75,  76,  78,  82,  and 
85) 

(a)  Same  as  flaring  cylindrical  pits  except  there  is  no 
sharp  angle  or  break  at  the  point  where  the  upper  por¬ 
tion  of  the  wall  meets  the  lower. 

(b)  These  are  generally  deeper  than  the  flaring  cylindrical 
pits  and  differ  from  straight  cylindrical  pits  by  the 
large  angle  of  the  pit  walls  (greater  than  10  degrees) 
from  the  vertical. 

Bell  Shaped  (Figs.  70,  75,  78,  and  79) 

1.  Orifice  is  oval  to  round. 

2.  The  lower  one  half  to  two  thirds  of  the  wall  bells  or 
slopes  outward  toward  the  base  of  the  pit. 

3.  The  base  is  usually  flat,  but  may  be  rounded. 

Corn  Cob  Filled  Basin 

A  small  basin  or  bowl  shaped  pit  filled  with  corn  cobs 
and/or  other  combustible  materials.  Binford  ( 1972b : 4 1 ) 
refers  to  these  as  "smudge  pits." 

Indeterminate  (Figs.  14  and  80) 

Pit  features  that  do  not  conform  to  any  of  the  above  cate¬ 
gories  but  that  have  a  definite  shape,  are  designated  as 
indeterminate  and  are  described  separately. 


Amorphous 

These  features  have  an  accidental  or  natural  appearance  and 
lack  a  developed  structural  organization  that  can  be  attri¬ 
buted  to  cultural  activity. 


Figure 


CHAPTER  III 


SITE  lGrlXl 


SITE  SETTING 

Nielsen  and  Moorehead  (1972)  assigned  the  designation  Site  IGrlXl  to 
a  midden  concentration  on  the  northern  edge  of  Site  lGrl.  Site  IGrlXl  is 
located  on  the  east  bank  of  Turkey  Paw  Branch,  1,500  ft  (457.2  m)  north  of 
the  confluence  of  that  stream  with  the  Tombigbee  River.  The  site  is 
situated  on  the  first  terrace  30  ft  (9.14  m)  above  Turkey  Paw  Branch  at 
river  mile  284.7.  The  legal  location  of  the  site  is  Township  22  North, 
Range  2  West,  in  the  northeast  quarter  of  the  northwest  quarter  of  Section 
25. 


The  midden  concentration  defined  as  Site  IGrlXl  extends  from  an 
erosional  gully  150  to  175  ft  (45.7  to  53.3  m)  to  the  southeast  along  the 
terrace  edge  where  the  dense  midden  thins.  The  midden  also  extends  100  ft 
(30.5  ra)  eastward  away  from  the  terrace  edge  into  the  woods  and  an  aban¬ 
doned  field.  Sparsely  scattered  flakes  and  sherds  can  be  observed  for 
another  50  to  75  ft  (15.2  to  22.9  m)  eastward. 

The  soil  type  on  this  portion  of  the  first  terrace  is  Angie  fine 
sandy  loam.  This  soil  is  well  to  poorly  drained,  permeability  is  slow, 
reaction  is  acidic  and  natural  fertility  is  low  (USDA  1971).  The  site  is 
located  on  the  first  terrace.  The  associated  vegetation  is  characteris¬ 
tic  of  the  slope  forest  zone  in  this  area  (Caddell  1981).  The  portion  of 
the  site  nearest  the  terrace  edge  (Fig.  2)  was  wooded  at  the  time  of 
excavation.  A  large  segment  of  the  site  east  of  the  terrace  edge  was  in 
secondary  vegetation  resulting  from  earlier  clearing  for  farming  activi¬ 
ties. 


FIELD  METHODS  AND  RECOVERY  TECHNIQUES 

Site  IGrlXl,  the  first  site  excavated  during  the  1976  field  season, 
is  located  in  the  southernmost  part  of  the  lake  area.  Excavations  con¬ 
tinued  northward  to  Site  lPi33.  This  strategy  was  employed  so  the  excava¬ 
tion  team  would  be  ahead  of  reservoir  pool  clearing  activities.  Excava¬ 
tion  at  Site  IGrlXl  began  May  12,  1976  and  was  completed  July  20,  1976. 
During  this  time  the  crew,  including  the  field  supervisor  and  assistant, 
averaged  nine  people. 

The  first  step  in  the  excavation  procedure  was  to  delimit  the  site 
and  determine  its  stratification  and  composition  with  shovel  tests  and 
test  units.  A  grid  system,  oriented  magnetic  north,  was  established. 
Individual  square  designations  were  determined  by  the  grid  lines  that 
intersected  at  the  upper  right  hand  corner  of  each  square,  facing  north. 
A  contour  map  of  the  site  was  also  made  with  a  transit  at  this  time 
(Fig.  2). 

From  Nielsen's  (Nielsen  and  Moorehead  1972)  previous  testing  of  Sites 
lGrl  and  IGrlXl  the  best  separation  between  the  Woodland  midden  and  the 


underlying  Archaic  culture  bearing  matrix  was  known  to  be  along  the  ter¬ 
race  edge.  The  deepest  culture  bearing  strata  were  also  in  this  vicinity. 
Four  10  ft  by  10  ft  (3.05  m  by  3.05  m)  units  were  placed  along  the  terrace 
edge  (Figs.  2  and  3)  to  obtain  a  representative  sample  of  the  Early  Ar¬ 
chaic  component  in  good  stratigraphic  context.  Two  additional  10  ft  by  10 
ft  (3.05  m  by  3.05  m)  squares,  one  located  in  the  woods  100  ft  (30.5  m) 
northwest  of  the  terrace  edge  and  the  other  in  an  abandoned  field  110  ft 
(33.5  m)  north  of  the  terrace  edge,  were  established  to  determine  the 
composition  of  the  cultural  deposition  in  those  areas.  Depending  on  the 
depth  of  the  culture  bearing  strata,  squares  were  excavated  to  a  depth 
ranging  from  3  to  4.5  ft  (0.9  m  to  1.37  m) .  Vertical  control  was  main¬ 
tained  by  arbitrary  0.5  ft  (15.0  cm)  levels.  All  soil  was  dry  screened 
through  oue-quarter  inch  mesh.  Fill  from  Unit  450N/R500,  on  the  terrace 
edge,  was  also  water  screened  through  a  one-sixteenth  inch  mesh.  One 
gallon  soil  samples  for  flotation  and  pollen  samples,  were  collected  from 
each  level  of  Unit  450N/R500,  the  designated  control  unit. 

Following  excavation  of  the  test  units,  the  top  soil  was  removed  from 
an  area  approximately  200  ft  by  70  ft  (61.0  m  by  21.3  m)  wide  (Fig.  7). 
The  abandoned  field,  100  ft  (30.5  m)  east  of  the  terrace  edge,  was  strip¬ 
ped  because:  (1)  It  was  on  the  outer  edge  of  the  denser  midden  concen¬ 
tration  so  that  features,  post  holes  and  structure  and  feature  complexes 
could  be  more  easily  defined.  (2)  The  remainder  of  the  site  supported  a 
thick  growth  of  hardwoods.  Any  attempt  to  remove  these  trees  from  the 
fine  sandy  soil  prior  to  grading  would  have  destroyed  many  of  the  under¬ 
lying  features.  (3)  The  remainder  of  the  site  was  not  scheduled  for 
destruction. 

The  first  step  in  the  grading  process  was  to  remove  most  of  the  top 
soil  and  plowzone  with  a  D-8  bulldozer.  All  of  the  spoil  dirt  from  this 
operation  was  piled  tangent  to  Site  lGrl.  After  the  top  soil  was  removed, 
the  dozer  was  used  to  clean  the  remaining  excess  dirt  on  the  graded  sur¬ 
face.  The  top  soil  was  also  removed  from  an  exploratory  200  ft  by  10  ft 
(61.0  m  by  3.0  m)  unit.  This  unit  bisected  the  field  tangent  to  the  pri¬ 
mary  stripped  area  and  intersected  that  area  at  a  right  angle.  No  subsur¬ 
face  features  were  observed  (Fig.  7).  Shovel  shaving  the  remaining  loose 
dirt  proved  too  time  consuming  because  two  to  three  inches  (5.0  cm  to  7.6 
cm)  of  dirt  had  to  be  removed  to  clean  up  the  track  marks  left  by  the 
bulldozer.  A  road  patrol  was  brought  in  to  remove  the  disturbed  soil  and 
polish  up  the  grading  job  begun  by  the  bulldozer.  The  areas  surrounding 
exposed  features  were  then  shovel  shaved  and  troweled.  Forty  of  the 
forty-eight  features  (excluding  post  holes)  excavated  at  this  site  were 
uncovered  by  the  grading  operation. 

All  features  were  excavated  and  their  location  was  mapped  with  a 
transit.  Usually,  features  were  first  cross  sectioned,  then  the  remainder 
of  the  feature  was  excavated.  All  pertinent  feature  data  were  recorded  on 
feature  forms  (Fig.  4)  while  each  feature  was  excavated.  Black  and  white 
photographs  and  color  slides  were  taken  of  most  features.  Cross  section 
and  plan  drawings  were  made  of  each  feature.  All  features  except  post 
holes  were  water  screened  through  one-quarter  inch  and  one-sixteenth  inch 
mesh  hardware  cloth.  A  one  gallon  soil  sample  was  taken  from  each  fea¬ 
ture. 
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Site  Number:  _  Square  Number: 

Feature  Number:  _  Level:  _ 

1.  Type  of  Feature:  _ 

2.  Description:  _ 


3.  Location: 

a.  Below  Surface:  _ 

b.  Below  Datum:  _ _ _ _ 

4.  Dimensions: 

a.  Maximum  Length:  _  Direction: 

b.  Maximum  Width:  _  Direction: 

c.  Maximum  Depth:  _ 

5.  Description  of  Fill:  _ 


6.  Associations: 

a.  Features:  _ 

b.  Artifacts:  _ 

7.  Photographs:  Yes  _  No 

a.  Type  of  Film:  _  b.  Size  of  Negative 

Recorded  by: _ _  Date: 


Figure  4 


THE  UNIVERSITY  OF  ALABAMA 
ARCHAEOLOGICAL  RESEARCH 
BURIAL  FORM 


Site 


Burial  No. 


General  Location _ 

Type  of  Burial _ No.  of  Individuals _ 

Orientation  of  Individual _ (Head  to _ 

Type  of  Grave _ Orientation  of  Grave _ 

Relationship  to  Other  Features _ 

Maximum  Dimensions:  Width _ Length _ 

Intrusive  From _ Depth  of  Intrusion 

Base  of  Burial  (Below,  Above)  Datum _ 

Pathology _ Stature _ Preservation 

S  ex _ Age _ 

Intentionally  Associated  Artifacts _ 


Other  Associated  Cultural  Material 


Notes 
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Two  burials  were  encountered  (Figs.  10  and  11).  These  were  exposed 
carefully  with  small  tools,  photographed,  and  drawn  to  scale.  All  perti¬ 
nent  burial  data  was  recorded  on  burial  forms  (Fig.  5).  Burials  were 
given  both  feature  and  burial  numbers.  The  burial  number  refers  to  human 
skeletal  materials  and  the  feature  number  refers  to  the  burial  pit  and  any 
indirect  associations  within  the  pit  fill.  Pit  fill  from  these  burials 
was  water  screened  through  both  one-quarter  inch  and  one-sixteenth  inch 
mesh. 


Post  holes  were  cored  except  for  selected  posts  within  Structure  1. 
These  were  cross  sectioned.  Post  hole  fill  was  screened  through  one  quar¬ 
ter  inch  mesh,  except  those  from  Structure  1.  These  additionally  were 
screened  througli  a  one-sixteenth  inch  mesh.  All  pertinent  data  was  re¬ 
corded  on  post  hole  forms  (Fig.  6).  All  post  holes  and  features  were  then 
mapped  with  a  transit. 


FEATURES 


A  total  of  254  features  was  recorded  at  Site  lGrlXl.  Of  that  total, 
49  were  either  pits,  artifact  concentrations  or  structures  and  205  were 
post  holes.  Because  of  limited  time  and  money  none  of  the  post  holes  was 
analyzed  for  content. 

Features  other  than  post  holes  were  grouped  in  the  following  manner; 
44  pits,  2  fired  clay  concentrations,  1  structure,  and  2  midden  lenses. 
Table  1  summarizes  the  feature  categories,  excluding  post  holes  and  Struc¬ 
ture  1,  according  to  their  cultural  affiliation.  Feature  category,  loca¬ 
tion,  measurement,  content,  cultural  affiliation  and  general  remarks  are 
included  in  an  indexed  format  in  Table  2.  The  horizontal  distribution  of 
features  is  presented  in  Figure  7.  Selected  pit  cross  sections  and  other 
illustrative  material  from  the  Turkey  Paw  subphase  component(s)  is  pre¬ 
sented  in  Figures  8,  12,  13,  and  14.  A  detailed  description  of  the  Tur¬ 
key  Paw  subphase  structure  (Structure  1)  is  also  presented  below.  Select¬ 
ed  feature  cross  section  drawings  from  the  Cofferdam  subphase  component (s) 
are  presented  in  Figures  9,  15  and  16. 


Structure  1 

Structure  1  was  oval  in  plan  and  of  single  post  construction.  It  was 
approximately  33  ft  by  20  ft  (10.1  ra  by  6.1  m)  (Figs.  17  and  19).  The 
post  holes  were  fairly  large,  averaging  0.8  ft  (24.4  cm)  in  diameter  and 
0.68  ft  (20.7  cm)  deep  and  they  were  spread  at  an  average  distance  of  2.2 
ft  (67.1  cm)  apart  around  the  perimeter  walls.  Four  large  central  posts 
formed  a  rectangle  around  Feature  42,  the  central  earth  oven  (Fig.  18). 
Several  internal  pit  features  were  also  present  at  the  southern  end  of  the 
structure  (Features  34  and  43).  External  pit  features  located  south, 
west,  and  north  of  the  structure  (Fig.  19)  were  apparently  associated  with 
it. 


As  the  structure  was  first  encountered,  a  dense  organic  midden  over¬ 
lay  the  post  pattern.  Subsequent  shovel  shaving  and  troweling  revealed 
that  a  thick  midden  and  ash  layer  formed  an  arc  just  outside  of  what  would 


17 


1 

y 


i 


4aON — 

460N  - 

440N - 

420N - 

400N - 

3P0N-  — 

36 ON - 

340N-  - 

I 

320N-  - 

300N  -■ 

I 

?hon — I 

260N-  — < 
?40N-  -j 
220N - 1 


«0N - j 

160N—  { 


I40N - 1 

I 

120N-  — 1 - 


Figure  7 


Excluding  post  holes 


Table  2.  Site  lGrlXl  Feature  Tabulation 


Feature 

Number 

Location 

Feature 

Category 

Length  x 

Width  x  Depth 

Fill  Description 

Contents 

Cultural 

Affiliation 

Remarks 

1 

460NK500 
Leve 1  3 

Amorphous 

Fired  Clay 
Concentrat Ion 

2 .0x2. Ox l .0 

Dark  Brown  Sandy 

Loam 

Llthica,  Fired  Clay 

Late  Archaic  or 
Broken  Pumpkin 
Creek  Phase 

Posstble  prepared  clay  hearth 

2 

440NR50U 
Level  3 

Bowl 

3. 6x3. 6x2. 5 

Dark  Brown  Sand 
Mottled  with 
Yellow  Sand 

Ceramics,  Llthica, 
Bone,  Charcoal 

Turkey  Paw 
Subphase 

i 

4 AUNKSUU 
Leve  L  2 

Bowl 

1.2x0. 9x2.0 

Dark  Brown 

Sandy  Loam 

Ceramics .Llthica, 
Charcoal 

Cofferdam 

Subphase 

4AONK50O 
Level  2 

Amorphous 

Fired  Clay 
Concent  rat  ion 

2.0x1 .0x1 .2 

Dark  Brown  Sandy 
Loam 

Llthica.  Fired 

Clay,  Charcoal 

Late  Archaic  or 
Broken  Pumpkin 
Creek  Phase 

Possible  prepared  clay  hearth 

s 

lUONKb  >o 

Leve  1  1 

stratum 

Cy l Indr  leal 

3. 7x2. 9x4.0 

Medium  Dark  Brown 
Sandy  Loam 

Ceramics,  Llthica, 
Bone,  Charcoal 

Cof  f erdam 
Subphase 

aBONiOUU 

Lev.-l  -* 

Bowl 

4 . Sx  ? x2 . 7 

Dark  Brown  Sand 

Llthics,  Charcoal, 
Bone,  Fired  Clay 

barly  Archaic 
Possibly 

Cochrane 

In  Profile  490  Line 

hUUNK  ’uo 

Level  a 

Modern  Dis¬ 
turbance 

.'.4xl  .7x2. a 

Medium  to  Dark 
Brown  Sand 

Historic 

Caused  by  road  disturbance 

ttJNiOJO 
Level  2 

d  ra  ight 

Cy l Indr  lea  l 

3.  lx  -x2.t> 

Dark  Brown  Sandy 
Loam 

Ceramics,  Llthics. 
Bone,  Char  oal 

Cof  f erdam 
Subphase 

In  Profile  500  Line 

* 

J/.WK/DO 

Indeterminate 

S. 3x4. 9x2. H 

Charcoal  Stained 
Ash  Lena  in  Mot- 
t led  Brown  Sand 

Ceramics,  Llthica 

Turkey  Paw 
Subphase 

Pit  had  an  oval  orifice,  a 
stepped  bottom,  and  slightly 
sloping  sides 

1  30NKi»a>; 

contract  ins 
y  l  iiulr leal 

H. txb.bxl. 3 

Black  Organic 
Stained  Sand 

Ceramics,  M thlcs, 
Sliel  l  .Bone .Char coa l 

Cof  f erdam 
Subphase 

1  . 

..’oNkhSo 

st  r  t  ignt 
Cyllndr  lc.il 

S.bx5.8x3.2 

Dark  Brown  Sand 

Ceramics,  Llthics, 
Shel t .Bone, Charcoal 

Cof  f erdam 
Subphase 

Contained  Burial  1 

>  1 

Large  Basin 

b. 3x5 . 2x2. 7 

Dark  Brown  Sand 

Ceramics,  Llthics, 
She  1 1 , Bon*-  .Char coa  1 

Cof  te.  jam 
Subphase 

Possible  c  inking  facility 

1  1 

40‘fNKb  Id 

v  ra  ight 
>  y 1  indr  leal 

J.5x  J.Oxl .0 

Dark  Brown  Sand 

Ceramics,  Llthica, 
Shel l , Bone. Charcoal 

Turkey  Paw 
Subphase 

1- 

>1  'Ni<n  »i; 

H..wl 

2.Uxl .8x0.8 

Mottled  Brown 

-and 

Ceramics,  Llthics 

Undetermined 

•4U'»;<  ;.mi 

i.irg*-  Baa  in 

•>.9x5. 9xl  .rt 

Dark  Brown  Sami 

Ceramics,  '  Ithics, 
Bone,  Charcoal 

Turkey  Paw 
Subphaue 

"■ 

J9DN<t/bU 

straight 

Cy  l  ln.ir  tea  l 

J.OXa.  >x2.h 

Medium  Br-iwn  to 
Dark  Brown  Sandy 
Loam 

Ceramics,  I. Ithics, 
Bone 

Cof  f erdam 
Subphase 

1  / 

**2dNKh»0 

Straight 
cy  l  ii.dr  Ira  l 

3.9xa.  Ix  3.  .'5 

Dark  Brown  to 

Black  Sand 

Ceramics,  Llthics, 
Shell,  Bone 

Cof  f erdam 
Suhphase 

Contained  Burial  2 

♦lONKONO 

Indeterminate 

l.9x  l.9x  3.2 

Dark  Brown  Sand 
w/ lenses  of  Yel- 

Ceramics ,  1  ithics , 
She l  l ,  Bone 

Turkey  Paw  or 
Vienna  Subphase 

Cast  side  wall  obscured 

low- Brown  Sand 
amt  Ash 


IBB 

a!  JNKbSD 

Indeterminate 

3. 7x2. axI  .A 

Dark  Brown 

Sand 

Ceramics.  Lilhics, 
Shell,  Charcoal 

Turkey  Paw 
Subphase 

West  side  Intruded  by 

Feature  ISA 

If 

j  7ONK650 

Bowl 

2.1x2. Ixl.U 

Black  Sand 

Ceramics,  1. Ithics, 
Shell,  Chare >al 

Cof  f erdam 
Subphase 

20 

IbONKb  7  } 

1  tideterminate 

5.2x2. 7x0. « 

Mottled  Brown 
Sand 

Ceramics.  LlthlC9, 
Shell,  Charcoal 

Cof  f erdam 
Subphase 

Pit  had  Irregular  bottom  and 
Irregular  orifice  Ins  loping  sides 

21 

4lUNkb2l) 

St  ra Ight 

Cy 1  indr  lea  L 

2. 9x  J. 7x1 .b 

Brown  to  Black 
Sand 

Ceramics.  Ithics 

Co  f  f  e  r  da  m 
Subphase 

U 

JvUNKbAO 

1 ndeterminate 

4. 0x4. Ox  2.0 

Dark  Brown 

Sand 

Ceramics,  Llthics, 
Shell,  Charcoal 

Possibly  Vienna 
Subphase 

Pit  had  an  oval  orifice,  irregu¬ 
lar  sides  and  amorphous  bottom 

2  3 

28UNR65U 

Midden  Lens 

4. 7x4. bxl  .0 

Dark  Black 

Sand 

Ceramics,  Llthics, 
Shell , Bone .Charcoal 

Turkey  Paw 
Subphase 

Appeared  to  be  a  filled  depression 

24A 

iBUNKbKO 

Indeterminate 

2.9x  -x  1 .0 

Dark  Brown 

Sand 

Ceramics,  L ithics, 
Shel  1  .Bone .Charcoal 

Cof  f erdam 
Suhphase 

Pit  had  an  oval  orifice,  lnsloping 
sides,  possible  basin 

24B 

3M0NR670 

St ra ight 

Cy l Indr ica  l 

4.4x4 .2x2.6 

Dark  Brown 
Black  Sand 

to 

Ceramics,  Llthics, 
She  1 1 , Bone .Char coa 1 

Cof  ferdam 
Subphase 

24C 

)9>MRb70 

Bowl 

1.9r4 .2x1.0 

Dark  Brown 
Black  Sand 

to 

Ceramics,  1. Ithics, 
She  1 1 , Bone , Charcoa 1 

Cofferdam 

Subphase 

West  end  tangent  to 

Feature  24B 

Table  2.  Site  lGrlXl  Feature  Tabulation  (Continued) 


Feature 

Number 

Location 

Feature 

Category 

Length  x 

Width  x  Depth 

Fill  Description 

Contents 

Cultural 

Af  f  i  II  <t Inn 

Remark-* 

2411 

390Nk66b 

Large  Basin 

3. 5x2. 9x1 .3 

Dark  brown- Black 
Sand  Intermixed 
wit  it  Ash 

Ceramics,  l.ithics, 
Shel 1 , Bone .Chare oa 1 

Turkey  Paw 
Subpliase 

2b 

390NK730 

La  rge  Ras  i  n'f 

4.4x3. 5x0. 7 

Dark  3rown  Sand 

Ceramics,  l.ithics, 
Shel  l.  Charcoal 

Col ferdam 

Suh phase 

26A 

S40.VK  7  HO 

K  e.'taugu  tar 
Banin 

b. 3x4. 1x0. n 

Black  Sami 

Ceramics,  l.ithics. 
She l l , Bone .Charcoal 

Cot  ferdam 
Subphase 

26B 

5 3UNK78U 

Indetei m<nate 

4. 4x4. 4x0. 4 

Dark  Brown  to 
Black  Sand 

Ceramics,  l.ithics, 
Shel 1 , Bone .Charcoal 

Cot  ferdam 
Subphase 

Tangent  to  Feature  26, \ 

22 

32UNK71U 

Large  Basin 

3. 1x3. Oxl. 2 

Medium- Light 

Brown  Sand 

Ceramics,  l.ithics 

Turkey  Paw 

Sub phase 

28A 

30 UN Kb 40 

Large  Basin 

4. 7x3. 5x0. 6 

Mottled  Brown 

Sand 

Ceramics,  l.ithics. 
Bone 

Turkey  Paw 
Subphase 

Intruded  or  intrudes  f 
on  west  side 

28B 

30UNK63O 

Bowl 

2.6x2. 5x1 .9 

Mottled  Light 
Brown  Sand 

Ceramics,  l.ithics. 
Shell,  Charcoal 

Turkey  Paw 
Subphase 

29 

jSUNRblO 

Straight 

Cy l indr  lea  l 

2. 6x2. 4x2. 1 

Dark  Brown  Sand 

Ceramics,  l.ithics. 
Shell , Bone .Charcoa 1 

Cof ferdam 
Subpha.se 

30 

320NK620 

Large  Basin 

6.8x6. 2x2.1 

Medium  Brown  Sand 

Ceramics,  l.ithics, 
Shel 1 , Bone .Charcoa l 

Turkey  Paw 
Subphase 

31 

410NR69U 

Sma ( l  Bas In 

2. 6x2. 4x1.1 

Medium  to  Dark 
Brown  Sand 

Ceramics,  l.ithics, 
Shel l .Bone .Charcoal 

Turkey  Paw 
Subphase 

32 

380NK66b 

Small  Basin 

2. 4x2. 2x0.9 

Dark  Brown  to 
Black  Sand 

Ce  ramies .Lithics, 
Shell,  Charcoal 

Turkey  Paw 
Subphase 

31 

360NRb30 

Sma LI  Basin 

2.0x0. 9x0. 9 

Medium  to  Dark 
Brown  Sand 

Ceramics,  Lithics, 
Shel 1 .Bone, Charcoal 

Cof  fe  rdam 
Suhphase 

Possible  basin  setting 

34 

280NK700 

Large  Basin 

3. 7x3. 7x1.0 

Dark  Brown  Sand 
with  Ash 

Ceramics,  l.ithics. 
She!  1 , Bone .Charcoal 

Turkey  Paw 
Subphase 

35 

230NK690 

Flaring 

Cylindrical 

h.Oxi.ax  l  .8 

Dark  Brown  Sand 

Ceramics,  l.ithics, 
Shel 1 , Bone .Charcoal 

Turkey  Paw 
Suhphase 

36 

J80WR  6  20 

Large  Basin 

3. 2x3. 0x0. 6 

Dark  Black  Sand 
with  Ash  Lens 

Ceramics,  Lithics. 
Shel 1, Bone, Charcoal 

Undetermined 

37 

4U0NR620 

Large  Basin 

4. 6x4. 6x1. 5 

Medium  Brown  Sand 

Ceramics,  l.ithics. 
Shell , Bone, Charcoal 

Turkey  Paw 
Suhphase 

38 

330NR740 

Straight 

Cy I  Indr  leal 

1.2x2.  '4x2. 6 

Dark  Brown  to 
Black  Sand 

Ceramics,  Lithics, 
Bone,  Charcoal 

Col ferdam 
Suhphase 

34 

340NK65U 

Indeterminate 

15.9x2 ,8x. 7 

Dark  Black  Sand 

Ceramics,  Lithics, 
She 1 1 , Bone .Charcoal 

Turkey  Paw 
Suhphase 

This  feature  was  uni*iu 
length,  width  and  sh.il 
trench- like  appearance 

4U 

340NR666 

Snail  Basin 

2.4x2. 2x0.7 

Med  turn  to  Dark 
Brown  Sand 

Ceramics,  Lithics, 
Shel i , Bono .Charcoal 

Cof  ferdam 
Suhphase 

Possible  large  post  I  mi 

41 

360NR600 

Bowl 

2. 8x2. 8x1. 5 

Dark  Brown  Sand 

Ceramics,  l.ithics. 
Shell.  Charcoal 

Cof  terdam 
Suhphase 

42 

3UONR690 

Straight 

Cy 1 lndr lea  l 

6. 1x5. 5x2.4 

Dark  Brown  Sand 
Underlain  by 

Gray  Ash  Lens  and 
Mot  t led  Tan  Sand 

Ceramics,  Mthics, 
Shel  1  ,Bon«'  .Charcoal 

Turkey  Paw 
Suhphase 

In  center  ol  Structure 
probable  earth  oven 

4  3 

2bUNK  700 

Indeterminate 

3.2x3. 2x2.3 

Dark  Brown  Sand 
Underlain  by 
Mottled  Yellow- 
Brown  Sand  and 

Tan  Sand 

Ceramics,  l.ithics. 
Shell,  Bon.-, 
Charcoal 

Turkey  Paw 
Suhphase 

Inside  Structure  l 

44 

27UNR690 

Bell 

3. Ox  -x  3. 3 

Black  to  Brown 
Sand 

Ceramics,  l.ithics, 
Shel  1  ,Bon*-  .Charcoal 

Cof  ferdam 
Suhphase 

Bottom  half  burned 

45 

130:48  7  LO 

Small  Basin 

2.6x2. 5x0.5 

Brown  Sand 

Ceramics,  Lithics, 
Shell,  Ch.ircoal 

Turkey  Paw 
Suhphase 

46 

320NR666 

Large  Basin 

4.4x4 . 3x1.6 

Brown  Sand 

Ceramics,  Mthics, 
Shell,  Charcoal 

Turkey  Paw 
Suhphase 

47 

430NR690 

Bowl 

2 .8x2 . 6x  1 .4 

Brown  Sand 

Ceramics,  Mthics, 
Shell,  Charcoal 

Turkey  Paw 
Suhphase 

48 

320NR700 

Straight 

Cy l lndr lea  1 

4.8x4.hxl .6 

Medium  to  Dark 
Brown  Sandy  Loam 

Ceramics,  Mthics, 
She  1 1 , Bone , Charcoa l 

Turkey  Paw 
Suhphase 

Unmeasurable 


Table  3.  Site  lGrlXl  Structure  1:  Summary  Statistics. 


Phase :  Turkey  Paw  Subphase. 


* 

Attribute 

ABCDEFGHIJKLMNO 

Shape: 

Round 


Oval  X _  X  X  X  X  X 


Rectangular 


Summary  Statistics: 

1.  Max.  Length  33.0  ft 

2.  Max.  Width  20.0  ft 

3.  Floor  Area  551.23  ft^ 

4.  Basin  Depth  - 

5.  Structure  Orientation  North-South 

6.  Mean  Post  Diameter, 

Long  Axis 

7.  Mean  Post  Diameter, 

Short  Axis 

8.  Mean  Post  Diameter  0.80  ft 

9.  Mean  Post  Depth, 

Long  Axis 

10.  Mean  Post  Depth, 

Short  Axis 

11.  Mean  Post  Depth  0.68  ft 

12.  Mean  Distance  Between  Exterior 

Wall  Posts  2.20  ft 


* 

Attribute 

A.  Single  Post 

B.  Basin,  Interior  Single  Post 

C.  Basin,  Interior  Single  Post, 

Wall  Trench 

D.  Basin,  Exterior  Post 

E.  Basin,  Wall  Trench,  Wattle  and 

Daub 

F.  Single  Post,  Wattle  and 

Daub 

G.  Wall  Trench,  Wattle  and  Daub 

H.  Single  Post,  Wall  Trench, 

Wattle  and  Daub 

I.  Hearth/Oven 

J.  Intrastructure  Feature(s) 

K.  Extrastructure  Feature(s) 

L.  Intrastructure/Extrastructure 

Features (s) 

M.  Intrastructure  Partitioning 

N.  Intrastructure  Support 

Post(s) 

O.  Doorway/Portico 


*  X  specifies  relevant  attributes  listed  in  right  hand  column. 
-  =»  Not  Applicable 
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Site  IGrIXI,  Selected  Feature  Cross  Sections, 
Turkey  Paw  Subphase. 


Feature  27, 
Large  Basin 


Bowl 


Feature  35, 
Flaring  Cylindrical 


Figure  8. 


Site  IGrIXI,  Selected  Feature  Cross  Sections 
Cofferdam  Subphase. 


Feature  5, 
Straight  Cylindrical 


Feature  29, 
Straight  Cylindrical 


Feature  40, 
Small  Baain 


Feature  41, 
Bowl 


4  Feet 


1  Meter 


Figure  9. 
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'  Gfi  IX, 

burial  2 
29  JUNE 
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Figure  10.  Site  lGrlXl,  Burial  1 
Cofferdam  Subphase. 


Figure  11.  Site  lGrlXl,  Burial  2 
Cofferdam  Subphase. 


igure  12. 

Site  lGrlXl,  Feature  10. 

Figure  11. 

Site  lGrlXl,  feature 

15 

large  Basin  Shaped  Pit. 

Flaring  Cvl indrical 

Tin  kev  Paw  Subpliase. 

Shaped  Pit.  Turkev 
Subphase . 

Paw 

Site  IGrlXl,  Feature  39.  Figure  15.  Site  iGrlXl,  Feature  5 
Unusal  Trough  Shaped  Pit.  Straight  Cylindrical 

Turkey  Paw  Subphase.  Shaped  Pit.  Cofferdam 

Subphase . 


Figure  16.  Site  IGrlXl,  Feature  29. 

Straight  Cylindrical 
Shaped  Pit.  Cofferdam 
Subphase . 


Site  lGrlXl,  Structure  1,  Turkey  Paw 
Subphase . 


Figure  18.  Site  lGrlXl,  Feature  42. 

Straight  Cylindrical 
Shaped  Pit.  Turkey  Paw 
Subphase . 


SITE  IGrIXI 

STRUCTURE  1  AND  ASSOCIATED  FEATURES 

PLAN  VIEW  Future  23f 


Figure  19 


be  the  southeast  portion  of  the  structure  wall.  Any  floor  that  might  have 
been  present  had  been  removed  by  the  grader. 

In  addition  to  the  four  large  central  support  posts,  many  smaller 
posts  were  located  just  inside  the  western  wall  and  east  of  the  central 
earth  oven  (Fig.  19).  These  posts  may  have  supported  internal  partitions 
or  other  indoor  facilities. 

Several  gaps  appear  in  the  walls  especially  at  the  northern  and 
southern  ends  of  the  structure  (Fig.  19),  suggesting  a  dual  entrance.  No 
definite  evidence  for  either  a  portico  or  a  wind  break  outside  the  ends  of 
the  structure  was  found,  although  several  post  holes  were  present  in  these 
areas. 

The  construction  of  this  structure  was  virtually  identical  to  the 
Middle  Woodland  Owl  Hollow  phase  structures  from  the  Normandy  Reservoir 
(Faulkner  and  McCollough  1974:Fig.  44).  The  four  large  interior  posts 
around  the  central  earth  oven  duplicate  those  found  in  the  structures  in 
the  Normandy  Reservoir.  Their  presence  indicates  that  long  poles  were 
secured  to  exterior  support  posts  and  fastened  to  four  interior  cross 
pieces  supported  by  four  posts  in  the  center. 

Summary  statistics  and  attributes  of  Structure  1  at  Site  lGrlXl  are 
given  in  Table  3. 


INTERNAL  SITE  COMPOSITION 
Stratigraphy 

Five  zones  or  strata  were  recognized  at  Site  IGrlXl  (Fig.  20).  These 
are  described  on  the  basis  of  color  and  textural  differences.  The  strati¬ 
graphic  zones  were  best  developed  along  the  terrace  edge  overlooking 
Turkey  Paw  Branch.  In  the  test  trench  excavated  there,  five  zones  were 
defined  in  the  field  and  are  described  below. 

Zone  A.  This  was  the  plow  and  humus  zone  at  the  site.  It  was  a 
grayish  brown  sand  and  averaged  0.5  ft  (15.2  cm)  thick. 

Zone  B.  This  zone  averaged  0.5  ft  (15.2  cm)  thick  and  was  immediate¬ 
ly  beneath  the  plowzone.  The  soil  within  this  zone  was  a  brownish  black 
sand  that  contained  much  organic  material  and  mussel  shell. 

Zone  C.  This  zone  was  beneath  Zone  L  .nd  consisted  of  a  yellowish 
tan  grading  to  dark  brown  sand.  Zone  C  had  an  average  thickness  of  1.2  ft 
(36.6  cm) . 

Zone  D.  This  was  a  yellow  sand  beneath  Zone  C.  The  sand  lacked 
organic  material  and  had  an  average  thickness  of  1.2  ft  (36.6  cm). 

Zone  E.  This  zone  represented  the  sterile  white  sand  alluvium  that 
formed  a  large  part  of  the  terrace  on  which  the  site  was  located.  It  was 
encountered  at  an  average  depth  of  4.0  ft  (1.22  m)  below  ground  surface. 


SITE  IGrIXI 

EAST  PROFILE  UNIT  440NR500 


Figure  20 


Zone  F .  This  zone  was  a  homogeneous  blue  clay  encountered  at  the 
base  of  Feature  44.  The  areal  and  vertical  extent  of  this  zone  is  un¬ 
known. 


Cultural  Stratigraphy 

Zones  A  and  B  were  primarily  the  result  of  extensive  human  activity 
on  this  portion  of  the  terrace  edge.  Zone  A  was  created  through  land 
clearing,  plowing,  and  organic  decomposition.  Zone  B,  an  organic  midden 
deposit,  was  formed  as  a  result  of  refuse  accumulated  by  Miller  II  and 
Miller  III  phase  groups  inhabiting  the  terrace  edge  over  an  extended 
period  of  time.  The  formation  of  Zone  B  was  augmented  by  alluvial  de¬ 
position. 

Zones  C  and  D  are  primarily  alluvial  deposits  complemented  by  inter¬ 
mittent  refuse  disposal.  Cultural  components  present  within  Zone  A  con¬ 
sisted  primarily  of  historic,  Mississippian  and  Late  Woodland  Cofferdam 
subphase  artifacts.  Zone  B  contained  primarily  Miller  III  Cofferdam 
subphase  artifacts.  Zone  C  contained  an  array  of  cultural  material  repre¬ 
senting  all  the  above  components  as  well  as  Middle  Gulf  Formational  Broken 
Pumpkin  Creek  and  Late  Gulf  Formational  Henson  Springs  phase  ceramics.  In 
addition.  Archaic  components  such  as  West  Greene,  Vaughn,  Cochrane,  Kirk, 
Hardaway,  and  Big  Sandy  were  present. 

Zone  D  contained  primarily  Early  Archaic  Cochrane  (Dalton)  artifacts, 
although  some  Kirk  artifacts  were  also  present.  No  lanceolate  paleo- 
Indian  projectile  points  were  found  within  Zone  D,  but  a  single  Clovis  or 
Cumberland  projectile  point  was  recovered  out  of  context  within  Zone  C. 


Natural  Stratieraphv 


Zone  E  consisted  of  sterile  alluvial  sand  deposited  by  Pleistocene 
floods.  Zone  F,  a  dense  blue  clay  deposit,  probably  was  also  of  Pleisto¬ 
cene  origin. 


Horizontal  Distribution  of  Components 
Early,  Middle  and  Late  Archaic  Periods 

Archaic  materials  were  present  over  virtually  the  entire  terrace 
adjacent  to  Turkey  Paw  Branch.  The  limited  test  excavations  indicated 
that  these  materials  were  most  concentrated  along  the  terrace  edge 
(Fig.  2). 

A  lanceolate  paleo-Indian  projectile  point  was  recovered  from  Unit 
500N/R600  in  an  Archaic  statum,  but  was  not  in  stratigraphic  context. 
Dalton  var .  Cochrane  projectile  points  were  encountered  near  the  terrace 
edge  in  the  stratigraphic  trench  (Fig.  2).  A  Big  Sandy  component  was  also 
present  along  the  terrace  edge.  A  Hardaway  component  was  centered  near 
Feature  26B  and  Unit  400N/R700  some  distance  from  the  terrace  edge. 
Middle  Archaic  Vaughn  and  Late  Archaic  West  Greene  artifacts  were  present 
over  much  of  the  site. 
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The  horizontal  distribution  of  the  Archaic  components  or  activity 
areas  was  not  determined  because  of  the  limited  scale  of  the  excavation. 
Most  of  the  Archaic  materials  appeared  to  be  concentrated  along  the  ter¬ 
race  edge  and  an  Archaic  feature  containing  a  Dalton  var.  Cochrane  point 
was  excavated  in  this  area  of  the  site.  The  large  number  of  unifacial 
scrapers  and  bipolar  cores  along  the  terrace  edge  points  to  a  substantial 
Archaic  occupation. 


Middle  Gulf  Formational  Period 


Broken  Pumpkin  Creek  Phase.  During  the  Broken  Pumpkin  Creek  phase. 
Site  iGrlXl  seems  to  have  been  occupied  sporadically.  The  fiber  tempered 
pottery  diagnostic  of  this  phase  was  found  sparsely  over  the  entire  site 
but  its  greatest  concentration  was  on  the  terrace  edge  overlooking  Turkey 
Paw  Branch.  One  possible  feature  of  this  component,  a  fired  clay  hearth, 
was  excavated  in  this  area. 
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Late  Gulf  Formational  Period 


Henson  Springs  Phase.  The  distribution  of  the  Henson  Springs  phase 
component  across  the  site  was  not  determined.  Only  nine  Alexander  sherds, 
the  diagnostic  ceramics  for  the  period,  were  recovered.  No  features 
dating  to  this  occupation  could  be  identified. 


Middle  Woodland  Period 


Miller  II  Phase.  Site  IGrlXl  was  not  occupied  again  until  the  Late 
Miller  II  Turkey  Paw  subphase,  approximately  A.D.  400  when  most  of  the 
site  seems  to  have  been  utilized.  A  definite  pit  feature  complex  was 
concentrated  around  Structure  1  in  the  graded  area  70  ft  (21.34  m)  east  of 
the  terrace  edge. 


Late  Woodland  Period 
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Miller  III  Phase.  The  next  occupation  of  Site  IGrlXl  was  during  the 
Miller  III  Cofferdam  subphase.  This  was  by  far  the  largest  component 
encountered  and  it  was  distributed  over  the  entire  site.  The  midden  from 
this  component  formed  a  heavy  blanket  over  all  other  components.  Because 
of  the  limited  excavation,  neither  definite  houses  nor  pit  feature  com¬ 
plexes  could  be  discerned. 


Early  Mississippian  Period 

Moundville  Phase.  The  sparse  Mississippian  component  at  Site  IGrlXl 
appears  to  have  been  deposited  during  the  Moundville  I  subphase.  This 
component  was  confined  primarily  to  the  terrace  edge  and  the  highest  con¬ 
tour  of  the  site. 
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SUMMARY 


Site  Formation  Process 


The  first  human  activity  at  Site  IGrlXl  may  have  been  during  the 
paleo-Indian  stage.  This  component,  however,  was  represented  by  only  one 
lanceolate  Clovis  or  Cumberland  projectile  point  base  recovered  from  an 
Archaic  stratum;  probably  not  its  original  context.  The  next  occupation 
of  this  site  was  during  the  Early  Archaic  period,  about  8000  B.C.  Both 
the  paleo-Indian  and  Early  Archaic  components  were  probably  represent 
brief  occupations  by  small  groups.  The  first  terrace,  where  these  occu¬ 
pations  appear,  resulted  from  rapid  alluviation  during  the  Late  Pleisto¬ 
cene  and  Early  Holocene.  The  deep  stratum  of  Zone  E,  a  clean,  fine,  white 
sand  free  of  any  organic  material,  is  the  result  of  this  rapid  alluvi¬ 
ation.  Alluviation  of  Zone  D  remained  fairly  rapid  although  the  sand 
grains  of  Zone  D  are  slightly  larger  than  those  of  Zone  E.  Alluviation 
slowed  down  considerably  following  the  end  of  the  Early  Archaic  period. 

Zone  C,  composed  primarily  of  alluvium  formed  over  a  long  period  of 
time,  indicates  that  the  alluviation  process  had  probably  slowed  down 
prior  to  the  formation  of  Zone  C.  Zone  C  contained  a  mixture  of  Archaic, 
Gulf  Formational  and  Woodland  materials.  After  the  Late  Archaic  period 
most  deposition  at  Site  IGrlXl  was  cultural  rather  than  alluvial  in  ori¬ 
gin. 


The  site  was  not  occupied  after  the  Late  Gulf  Formational  period 
until  the  Middle  Woodland  Turkey  Paw  subphase.  This  was  the  first  signi¬ 
ficant  occupation  of  the  site  that  resulted  in  the  first  true  midden 
accumulation.  At  this  time  a  large  oval  structure  and  accompanying  fea¬ 
tures  were  constructed  70  ft  (21.34  m)  from  the  terrace  edge. 

During  the  Cofferdam  subphase  of  the  Late  Woodland  period  a  large 
amount  of  midden  was  deposited  over  most  of  the  site.  Numerous  pit  fea¬ 
tures  were  constructed  at  this  time. 


Although  a  small  Mississippian  component  has  been  recognized,  Missis- 
sippian  occupation  at  Site  IGrlXl  seems  to  have  been  very  temporary  and  it 
did  not  contribute  substantially  to  the  content  or  alter  the  physical 
appearance  of  the  site. 
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CHAPTER  IV 


SITE  lGr2 

SITE  SETTING 


Site  lGr2  is  located  within  Spoil  Area  G-3  on  the  east  bank  of  the 
Tombigbee  River,  immediately  south  of  the  confluence  of  Wilkes  Creek  and 
the  river.  The  site  is  situated  on  the  first  alluvial  terrace  overlooking 
the  Tombigbee  River  flood  plain  at  an  elevation  of  123  ft  (37.49  m)  AMSL, 
25  ft  (7.6  m)  above  normal  river  level.  The  legal  location  of  the  site  is 
Township  22  North,  Range  2  West,  in  the  southeast  quarter  of  the  northwest 
quarter  of  Section  3.  It  is  located  at  river  mile  288.8. 

Wilkes  Creek  has  pirated  an  old  meander  scar  that  demarcates  the 
western  boundary  of  the  site.  This  meander  scar  forms  a  loop  enclosing 
the  site  on  three  sides  so  that  the  site  is  an  island  of  slope  forest 
within  the  surrounding  floodplain  forest.  The  site  is  the  highest  ele¬ 
vation  within  a  radius  of  approximately  3  miles  (4.83  km)  in  all  direc¬ 
tions  on  that  side  of  the  river  and  it  is  always  the  last  area  to  be 
flooded. 

The  floodplain  forest  contains  a  heterogeneous  mixture  of  trees. 
Hickory  is  the  dominant  genus.  The  slope  forest  consists  of  mixed  oaks, 
hickories  and  pines.  A  combination  of  land  clearing  and  cultivation  have 
produced  a  recent  cover  of  dense  thicket  and  grasses  over  much  of  the 
site.  That  portion  of  the  site  along  the  terrace  edge  was  covered  with 
large  trees  and  was,  for  the  most  part,  undisturbed  when  the  site  was 
recorded . 

The  site  is  situated  within  a  large  tract  of  Lakeland  fit. a  sand. 
This  is  an  excessively  well  drained  soil  found  on  low  terraces  along  the 
river.  Natural  fertility  and  organic  matter  content  are  low  in  this 
strongly  acid  soil  (USDA  1971). 

The  site  was  defined  from  dark  organic  soil,  dense  ceramic  and  lithic 
material,  and  faunal  remains  concentrated  over  an  area  approximately  200 
ft  (61.0  ra)  in  diameter.  A  dense  concentration  of  burned  and  unburned 
mussel  shell  extended  for  200  ft  (61.0  ra)  along  the  terrace  edge  and  for 
50  ft  (15.2  m)  into  an  adjacent  field.  Artifacts  were  generally  sparse  Ln 
the  area  of  mussel  shell  concentration,  increasing  in  density  about  50  ft 
(15.2  m)  away  from  the  terrace  edge,  and  then  sharply  decreasing  again. 
The  artifact  scatter  totally  disappeared  200  ft  to  250  ft  (61.0  ra  to  76.2 
m)  north  of  the  terrace  edge. 

A  clear  spring  emerges  form  the  base  of  the  terrace  on  which  the  site 
is  located.  This  spring  maintains  a  strong  flow  year  round  (Fig.  21). 
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FIELD  METHODS  AND  RECOVERY  TECHNIQUES 

Site  lGr2  was  first  recorded  by  Walthall  (UAMNH  1970).  Nielsen  and 
Jenkins  (1973)  and  Jenkins  (1975)  recorded  subsequent  investigations 
conducted  as  a  portion  of  the  overall  archaeological  salvage  program  for 
the  Gainesville  Lake  area.  From  these  exploratory  excavations  it  was 
determined  that  the  site  contained  deep  cultural  deposits  spanning  almost 
10,000  years  of  local  cultural  prehistory. 

Field  investigations  for  the  1976  field  season  began  in  mid-July  and 
continued  until  September  21  of  that  year.  During  this  time  the  size  of 
the  crew  averaged  nine  people,  including  the  field  supervisor  aid  assis¬ 
tant.  First,  a  contour  map  of  the  site  was  made  with  a  transit.  Six 
10  ft  by  10  ft  (3.05  m  by  3.05  m)  test  units  were  selected  intuitively  to 
supplement  midden  tests  during  the  prior  excavations.  The  units  were 
staked  using  the  site  grid  and  bench  mark  established  during  the  1974 
field  season  (Jenkins  1975).  Two  of  these  units  were  located  contiguously 
near  the  terrace  edge  on  the  southwest  portion  of  the  site.  Two  others 
were  located  100  ft  (30.5  m)  and  140  ft  (42.7  m) ,  respectively,  due  west 
of  the  former  two  units  along  the  terrace  edge.  The  last  two  units  were 
positioned  at  the  extreme  northwestern  section  of  the  site  on  the  remnant 
terrace  edge  overlooking  the  meander  scar.  These  two  units  were  located 
some  100  ft  (30.5  m)  and  140  ft  (42.7  m)  respectively,  in  a  northerly 
direction  from  the  terrace  which  faces  the  present  Tombigbee  River 
(Fig.  21).  Because  of  the  limited  amount  of  time  available  for  further 
testing,  these  units  were  placed  in  parts  of  the  site  that  would:  (1) 
produce  the  best  stratigraphic  data,  (2)  produce  maximum  information  on 
the  deep  Archaic  components,  and  (3)  produce  a  maximum  amount  of  specimens 
from  the  Woodland,  Gulf  Forraational  and  Mississippian  components.  Two  and 
one-half  weeks  were  spent  excavating  these  units  to  sterile  subsoil,  from 
3.5  to  5  ft  (1.07  to  1.52  m)  below  the  surface. 

Vertical  control  was  maintained  by  arbitrary  0.5  ft  (15.2  cm)  levels 
except  in  the  case  of  Control  Unit  540N560E.  This  unit  was  excavated  in 
natural  zones  and  arbitrary  0.2  ft  (6.1  cm)  levels.  All  materials  from 
the  excavation  units  were  either  dry  screened  or  water  screened  through 
one-quarter  inch  hardware  cloth.  The  materials  from  the  control  unit  were 
water  screened  through  both  one-quarter  inch  and  one-sixteenth  inch  hard¬ 
ware  cloth.  Pollen  samples  were  collected  from  each  natural  zone  and  one 
gallon  soil  samples  from  each  level  of  the  control  unit  were  saved  for 
flotation.  The  control  unit  was  situated  in  the  deepest  and  best  strati¬ 
fied  portion  of  the  site.  The  ceramic,  lithic,  floral  and  faunal  remains 
from  this  unit  were  analyzed  to  provide  contrasting  and  supplementary  data 
to  that  obtained  from  the  pit  features.  In  addition,  all  materials  from 
the  early  Archaic  strata  in  three  more  units  (550N560E,  660N340E, 

550N320E)  were  water  screened  through  one-sixteenth  inch  mesh.  All  test 
units  were  excavated  to  culturally  sterile  subsoil  (Fig.  22). 


Next,  the  site  was  mechanically  stripped  (Figs.  23,  24,  and  25). 
Using  the  profile  drawings  from  the  test  units,  the  dark  Woodland  midden 
was  systematically  removed  by  a  D-6  bulldozer.  After  the  removal  of  most 
of  the  midden,  a  road  patrol  was  used  to  remove  the  remaining  overburden. 


The  entire  site,  except  for  a  small  area  beneath  a  hunting  cabin  and  the 
two  contiguous  test  units  near  the  terrace  edge,  was  exposed  in  this 
manner  (Fig.  26).  This  site  was  the  most  difficult  to  strip  of  the  five 
sites  excavated  because  the  soil  texture  here  was  a  very  fine  sand.  The 
site  was  graded  during  August  when  the  soil  was  dry — creating  sand  dune 
conditions.  A  large  sprinkling  system  from  The  University  of  Alabama 
maintenance  department  was  used  to  wet  the  site  and  this  facilitated 
grading.  The  sprinkling  system  was  supplied  with  water  from  the  river  by 
a  Black  and  Decker  4  cycle,  3  in  trash  pump.  This  system  worked  very  well 
for  one  night,  but  the  pressure  required  to  turn  the  sprinkling  system 
taxed  the  pump  capacity. 

During  the  mechanical  stripping  operations,  dense  midden  centered  at 
Test  Unit  660N340E  (Fig.  26)  away  from  the  terrace  edge  was  recognized.  A 
40  ft  by  5  ft  (12.19  m  by  1.52  m)  trench  was  excavated  through  this  midden 
to  detect  any  structural  patterns  and  to  obtain  an  artifact  sample  from 
that  midden.  All  materials  from  the  trench  were  screened  through  one 
quarter  inch  hardware  cloth.  Because  the  midden  was  so  difficult  to 
manage,  a  small  farm  tractor  with  a  trailing  blade  was  used  to  carefully 
remove  the  remaining  midden.  The  approximately  60  by  60  ft  (18.3  m  by 
18.3  m)  area  was  then  shovel  shaved  to  expose  the  numerous  pits  and  post 
holes. 

Of  the  123  features  exposed  at  Site  lGr2  this  season,  excluding 
burials  and  post  holes,  110  were  uncovered  during  the  grading  operation. 
Twenty-three  features  had  been  recovered  during  the  1974  season  (Jenkins 
1975).  All  recognizable  features  were  excavated  and  mapped.  As  each 
feature  was  excavated  it  was  described  on  a  feature  form  (Fig.  4).  With 
the  exception  of  several  basin  shaped  pits,  cross  section  and  plan  draw¬ 
ings  were  made  of  each  pit  feature.  Black  and  white  photographs  and  color 
slides  were  taken  of  most  features.  All  features  were  water  screened 
through  one-quarter  inch  and  one-sixteenth  inch  mesh  hardware  cloth.  One 
gallon  soil  samples  were  taken  from  each  feature. 

Twenty-four  burials  were  uncovered  during  this  excavation  season. 
The  pits  associated  with  these  burials  were  not  given  feature  numbers  as 
were  burial  pits  at  other  sites  because  the  pit  outlines  were  not  well 
defined.  All  burials  were  carefully  exposed  with  small  tools,  photo¬ 
graphed,  and  drawn  to  scale.  Burials  then  were  described  on  burial  forms 
(Fig.  5).  Four  burials  had  been  recorded  previously.  The  pit  fill,  or 
the  dark  soil  surrounding  these  burials,  was  waterscreened  through  one 
quarter  inch  hardware  cloth.  All  post  holes  were  cored,  screened  through 
one-quarter  inch  mesh,  and  described  on  post  hole  forms  (Fig.  6).  411 
post  holes,  burials  and  other  features  were  subsequently  mapped  with  a 
transit. 


FEATURES 

A  total  of  396  features  was  recorded  at  Site  lGr2.  This  total  in¬ 
cluded  the  following  categories:  289  post  holes,  1  structure,  1  shell 
lens,  1  surface  hearth,  1  sherd  concentration,  10  corn  cob  filled  basins, 
93  pit  features.  In  addition,  24  burials  were  recovered.  Post  holes  were 
not  analyzed  for  content  because  of  time  and  money  limitations.  Table  4 


1 


Figure  26 


summarizes  the  analysis  of  feature  categories  by  cultural  affiliation, 
excluding  post  holes.  Feature  category,  location,  measurement,  feature 
contents,  cultural  affiliation  and  general  remarks  are  presented  ’n  an 
indexed  format  in  Table  4.  Horizontal  distribution  of  features  is  pre¬ 
sented  in  Figure  26. 

Selected  feature  cross  sections  and  illustrations  from  the  Bynum, 
Turkey  Paw,  Cofferdam  and  Pharr  subphase  components  are  presented  in 
Figures  27,  28,  29  34,  35,  36  and  37. 

A  Late  Mississippian  cemetery  located  on  the  highest  portion  of  the 
site  (Fig.  26)  contained  28  burials.  Several  of  these  are  illustrated  in 
Figures  30,  31,  32  and  33.  A  small  structure  in  the  cemetery  surrounding 
Burial  17  is  described  below.  More  detailed  information  on  the  burials  is 
presented  in  Volume  IV. 

A  small  oval  pattern  of  post  holes,  6.5  ft  (1.98  m)  in  its  maxium 
dimension,  surrounded  Burial  17.  The  individual  interred  within  the 
structure  had  evidently  been  buried  for  a  period  of  time,  when  the  burial 
pit  was  re-excavated.  Certain  long  bones  and  the  skull  were  missing.  The 
structure  was  undoubtedly  related  in  some  way  to  this  practice  of  second¬ 
ary  interment.  The  posts  could  have  supported  a  scaffold  or  roof  and  thus 
marked  the  location  of  the  decaying  individual.  No  intact  floor  could  be 
determined  within  the  structure. 


Probable  Structures 

In  addition  to  the  burial  structure  described  above,  two  probable 
structures  were  encountered  at  Site  lGr2.  One  of  these  was  tangent  to  the 
Late  Mississippian  cemetery  and  appeared  in  profiles  as  a  confined  com¬ 
pacted  area  containing  shell  tempered  sherds,  burned  gray  ash,  charcoal 
and  fired  clay.  Numerous  post  holes  were  located  here  but  because  of  the 
intense  occupation,  no  post  pattern  or  distinct  outline  could  be  isolated. 

A  probable  Late  Miller  II  Turkey  Paw  subphase  structure  was  located 
beneath  Midden  Area  I  (Fig.  26) .  A  concentration  of  post  holes  and  Turkey 
Paw  subphase  pit  features  were  located  within  this  area,  but,  no  definite 
pattern  could  be  recognized.  If  the  post  pattern  could  have  been  deter¬ 
mined  the  structure  would  have  been  roughly  an  oval  30  ft  by  25  ft  (9.1  m 
by  7.6  m) . 

INTERNAL  SITE  COMPOSITION 
Stratigraphy 

The  stratigraphic  sequence  at  Site  lGr2  differed  somewhat  at  various 
locations  on  the  site.  For  instance,  on  the  highest  portion  of  the  site, 
near  the  terrace  edge,  the  stratigraphy  was  more  complex  than  other  por¬ 
tions  because  of  repeated  occupations  and  subsequent  midden  deposition. 

Seven  stratigraphic  zones  were  recognized  (Figs.  38  and  39).  The 
deep  stratigraphic  test  near  the  terrace  edge  revealed  six  of  the  seven 


Table  4.  Site  !Gr2  Feature  Categories  by  Cultural  Affiliation. 
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Table  5.  Site  lGr2  Feature  Tabulation. 


Feature  Location  Feature  l-ength  x  Kill  Description  innte.u-. 

Number 


l-ength  k 
Width  x  Depth 


Lot tufa  I 
At  Mil  Cion 


li • 

S50N«bOt 
Lew  l  J 

Corn  Cob 

FI  1  led  Pit 

0.4x0. 4x0.3 

Dark  Brown  Sind 

Ceramics, 

C..arcoal 

,  Lithlcs, 

Late 

Mias  las Ipplan 

Similar  to  Hinford's  "smudge 
pit" 

is 

550N3bUf. 

Tree  Mold 

1.5x1 .4x0.9 

Dirk  Brown  tn 
Black  Sand 

Ceramics , 

,  Lithlcs 

Natural 

Remnants  of  tree  stump 

2b 

44UN46UL 

Small  Hasm 

2. 4x2. 4xl. 2 

Dark  Blown  Sand 
with  Ash  Lens 

Ceramics, 

Charcoal 

,  Lithlcs, 

Bynum  Suhphase 

27 

SSUNJiut 

Sherd 

Concent rat  ion 

2.Hxl.2xU.4 

Dark  Brown  Sand 

Ceramics, 

,  Lithlcs 

Undetermined 

2d 

5**0N4o0E 
2. 0-2. 2 

Stra Ight 

Cy l indr  lea  l 

2. 25x  -k  3 .  J 

Dark  Brown  Sand 

Ceramics, 

,  Lithlcs 

Cuf  ferdam 
Subphase 

In  East  Profile 

24 

74dN3oufc: 
Le  ve  1  4 

surface 

Hearth 

•*.5x2.0xU. J 

Ked  Sand 

Lithlcs, 

Charcoal 

Probably  West 
Creene 

JO 

55UNJ2UE 
Level  4 

Bowl 

-xl.  1x0.4 

Dark  Brown  Sand 

Ceramics,  Lithlcs, 
Shell,  Charcoal 

Undetermined 

In  West  Prof l Le 

31 

55UN4oUE 
Level  5 

Indeterminate 

-x  -x2 . 1 

Dark  Brown  :>and 

Ceramics, 

Charcoal 

,  Lithlcs, 

Pharr  or  Craig's 
Landing  Subphase 

In  Northwest  Profile 

32 

55UN4bOE 

Stra Ight 

2.5x  -x2.0 

Light  to  Dark 

Ceramics, 

,  Lithlcs, 

Bynum  Suhphase 

In  West  Profile  Feature 

JJ 

55UN46UE 
Level  h 

I  •  leterminate 

-x  -xU.b 

Brown  Sand 

Fired  Clay 

Dndat armload 

J4 

55UN46CE 
Level  6 

Bowl 

2.hx  -xl  .0 

Dark  Brown  f-> 
Black  Sand 

Ceramics,  Lithlcs, 
Shel l .Bone, Charcoal 

Pharr  Subphase 

J  5 

b+ UN4&0E 
l.b-l.B 

Large  das  In 

J.Vxi.dxl . 7 

Uark  Brown  Sjnd 
with  Ash 

Ceramics,  Lithlcs, 
She l l .Bone, Charcoal 

Turkey  Paw 
Subphase 

ih 

r>70N3  luE 

Flaring 

Cyl indr  leal 

b. 1x5. 7x2.8 

Uark  Brown  to 
Light  Brown  Sand 

Ceramics,  Lithlcs 

Turkey  Paw 
Suhphase 

iJ 

0/UN24UE 

Bowl 

3.4x2. 4x2.  1 

Dark  Br.iwn  to 
Black  Sand 

Ceramics,  Lithlcs, 
Shell,  Charcoal 

Bynum 

Suhphase 

JH 

bbUNJOOE 

Rectangular 

Bat,  In 

5. 2x3. 4x1. 4 

Medium  to  Dark 

Brown  Sand 

Ceramics,  Lithlcs, 
She! i , Bone, Charcoal 

Bynum 

Subphase 

J4 

b5uN  JUUF 

Contract  tng 

Cyl indr lea  1 

2.7x2. 3x1  ./ 

Black  Sand 

Ceramics,  Lithlcs, 
Shell,  Charcoal 

Bynum 

Subphase 

sd 

65UN120F 

Large  Has  in 

5. 7x4 .4x1 .  7 

Dark  Brown  to 
Black  Sand 

Ceramics,  Lithlcs, 
Shel l .Bone .Charcoal 

Turkey  Paw 
Subphase 

41 

b50N  J40E 

Large  Basin 

4.2x  J.  ixl.8 

Dark  Brown  t  ' 

Mac  k  sand 

Ceramics,  Lithlcs, 
Shel 1, Bone, Charcoal 

Turkey  Paw 
Subphase 

.2 

6 suN 300 h 

Bowl 

J.  5  1x0 .  *>x  1 .4 

Dark  Brown  tn 

Ceramics,  Lithlcs, 

Tupelo  Suhphase 

originated  In  Hiller  I  zone 


In  west  prof  lie 


Shell,  Charcoal 


..  1  64UN2B0L 


Her t  angular 
Bas  I  n 


straight 
Cy  L indr  lea  I 


straight 
Cy  l  Indr  lea  1 


b.bx  J.bxl  .  5 

J.bx  l.ax  S.O 


Medium  Br  nan  Sand 
With  Ash 


Ceramics,  Lithlcs, 
Charcoal 


ceramics,  Lithlcs, 
She l l , Bone .Charcoal 


Pharr  Subphasp 


Turkey  Paw 
Subphase 


■*bA  bVONJJOL 


-.bB  bdON i  JUK 


4bC  b40N  1  3Ut. 


■*?  hiOKUOh 


Sira ight 
Cy  1  Indr  1  ca  1 


Straight 

Cy  1  Indr ira l 


Dark  Brown  t  > 
Black  Sand 


Dark  Brown  Sand 
w4 1  h  Ash  Lens 


Dark  Brown  -and 


Ceramics,  Lithlcs. 
She l l , Hone .Charcoa I 


Ceramics,  Lithlcs, 
she | 1 .Bone, Charcoal 


Ceramics,  Lithlcs, 
She l ! , Bone, Charcoa I 


Bynum  Suhphase 


Turkey  Paw 
Subphase 


Medium  Brown  sand 


Ceramics,  Lithlcs, 

she  1 1 ,  Hone ,  Cha  r  •; oa  1 


Bynum  Subphase  Bottom  of  pit  burned, 

tangent  to  Feature  4hA,  4hC 


Hvnum  Suhphase 


Ceramics,  Lithii 
She  1  1 ,  Chare. ia l 


t  ot  f e rdatn 
Suhphase 


1  »•  rami  <  a  ,  Lithlcs, 
>hel  |  .Bone,*  harcoal 


of  ferdam 
mhpha 


42 


Table  5.  Site  lGr2  Feature  Tabulation  (Continued) 


Feature 

Numbe  r 

Locat  Lon 

Feature 

Category 

Length  x 

Width  x  Depth 

Fill  Description 

Content* 

Cultural 

Affiliation 

Remarks 

4  9 

54  UN  51  Ok. 

Straight 

Cylindrical 

4. 9x4. 8x3. 6 

Dark  Brown  Sand 

Ceramics,  Lithics, 
She 1 1, Bone, Char coal 

Cofferdam 

Subphase 

50 

5  70.44tf:)K 

Indeterminate 

7. 3x6. 4x0. 8 

Black  Sand 

Ceramics,  Lithics, 
She 11, Bone, Char coal 

Turkey  Paw 
Subphase 

Pit  had  Irregular  orifice,  slop¬ 
ing  walls,  and  rounded  bottom 

51 

540N460K 
Level  6 

Amorphous 

l.5x  -xQ.5 

Black  Sand 

Ceramics,  Charcoal 

Vmdetsnalned 

Irregular  burned  area 

52 

6U0H450E 

Large  basin 

3.3x2 .foxl.l 

Dark  Brown  to 
Black  Sand 

Ceramics,  Lithics, 
She  1 1 , Bone ,Charcoa 1 

Cofferdam- 
Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

53 

540N46UL 
Level  5 

Straight 

Cyl indr  lea t 

3. 2x  -x2.3 

Cray  to  Brown 

Sand  w/Charcoal 
Lens 

Lithics,  Shell, 

Bone,  Charcoal 

Undetermined 

In  West  Profile 

54 

660N360L 

Bowl 

6. 0x6. 0x3. 5 

Dark  Brown  to 
Black  Sand 

Ceramics,  Lithics, 
She 1 1 , Bone , Charcoa 1 

Turkey  Paw 
Subphase 

55 

63UN360F. 

Large  Basin 

4 .6x3 .6x1 . 7 

Black  Sand 

Ceramics,  Lithics, 
Shell,  Charcoal 

Turkey  Paw 
Subphase 

5o 

5  JUM48UE 

St  ralght 
Cylindrical 

3. 5x3. 4x2. 8 

Medium  Brown 

Sand 

Ceramics,  Lithics, 
She 1 1 , Bone , Charcoa 1 

Turkey  Paw 
Subphase 

Intruded  by  Burlels  9A  end  98 

57 

630N34UL 

Small  Basin 

2. 3x1. 9x0. 8 

Black  Sand 

Ceramics,  Lithics, 
Shell, Bone, Charcoal 

Cofferdam- 
Catfish  Bend 
Subphaae 

58 

620N36UL 

Small  Basin 

2. 4x2. 2x0. 5 

Black  Sand 

Ceramics,  Lithics, 
Shell , Bone .Charcoal 

Cofferdam 

Subphase 

59 

62UN35UE 

I.a  rge  Basin 

3. 9x3. 2x1. 3 

Black  Sand 

Ceramics,  Lithics, 
Shell, Rone, Charcoal 

Turkey  Paw- 
Vlenna  Subphase 

Contents  mixed  with  Feature  60 

6U 

630N380L 

Indeterminate 

4. 6x4. 2x1. 5 

Dark  Brown  Sand 

Ceramics,  Lithics, 
She 11, Bone, Charcoal 

Turkey  Paw- 
Vlenna  Subphase 

Pit  had  an  oval  orifice,  lnslop- 
lng  sldea  and  a  stepped  bottom 
Contents  mixed  with  Feature  59 

61 

65UN370E 

Large  Basin 

4. 3x4. 2x1. 5 

Dark  Brown  to 
Black  Sand 

Ceramics,  Lithics, 
She 1 1 , Bone , Charcoal 

Turkey  Psw 
Subphase 

6> 

61UN36UF. 

Large  Basin 

3.8x2. 7x1.4 

Black  Sand 

Ceramics,  Lithics, 
She 1 l , Bone .Char coa 1 

Turkey  Paw 
Subphase 

6) 

61  UN 360b 

Flaring 

Cylindrical 

4. 0x3. 8x2. 6 

Black  to  Brown 
Sand 

Ceramics,  Lithics, 
Shell , Bone .Charcoal 

Turkey  Paw 
Subphese 

64 

630.4  3701; 

Bowl 

3.6x3. 5x2.5 

Dark  Brown  to 
Black  Sand 

Ceramics,  Lithics, 
She 11, Bone, Charcoal 

Cofferdam 

Subphase 

65 

62JNJ70L 

Bell 

2. 7x2. 6x1. 7 

Black  Sand 

Ceramics,  Lithics, 
Shel 1, Bone, Charcoal 

Cofferdam 

Subphase 

bb 

6 lUN 370b 

Straight 

Cylindrical 

3. 0x2. 8x0. 7 

Black  Sand 

Ceramics,  Lithics, 
Shel 1 , Bone .Charcoal 

Cofferdam 

Subphase 

67 

66UN36UK 

Sim  1 1  Bas  in 

2. 3x2. 2x0. 5 

Black  Sand 

Lithics,  Shel L, 

Bone,  Charcoal 

lUmdetermlmed 

61 

64UN35UI: 

Small  Basin 

2.6x2. 3x0.5 

Black  Sand 

Ceramics,  Llthlca, 
Shell, Bone, Charcoal 

Turkey  Paw 

Sub phase 

6  t 

650N38UL 

Bowl 

2. 8x2. 6x2.1 

Dark  Brown  to 
Medium  Brown 

Sand 

Ceramics,  Llthlca, 
She  1 1 , Bone .Charcoa 1 

Cofferdam 

Subphase 

'U 

6 10N40UL 

Stra  Ight 

Cyl indr  teal 

2. 3x2.  Ixl  .6 

Black  Sand 

Ceramics,  Lithics, 
Shell,  Charcoal 

Cofferdam 

Subphase 

Fired  on  bottom 

71 

O00NJ5UE 

Kec tango  la  r 

Bas  In 

4. 3x3 .Ox  1 .0 

Dark  Brown  to 
Black  Sand 

Ceramics,  Lithics, 
Shell  .Bone .Charcoal 

Vienna  Subphase 

1l 

5DJN4BOE 

Corn  Cob 

Filled  Pit 

0.8x0. 8x0. 5 

Black  Sand 
with  Ash 

Ceramics,  Shell 
Charcoal 

Late 

Mlaslsslpplan 

Resembles  Binford'a  "*Midge 
pit" 

1  i 

5LON480K 

Corn  Cob 
Filled  Pit 

1.5x1. 2x0.6 

Black  Sand 

Ceramics,  Shell, 
Charcoa 1 

Late 

Mlaslsslpplan 

Resembles  B Inford's  "smudge 
pit" 

7* 

52UN480L 

Corn  Cob 
Killed  Pit 

1.5x1 .4x0.6 

Black  Sand 
with  Ash  Lens 

Shell .Charcoal 

Late 

Mlaslsslpplan 

Resembles  Blnford's  "saidge 
pit" 

Table  5.  Site  lGr2  Feature  Tabulation  (Continued). 


Feature 

Number 

Local  ion 

Feature 

Category 

Length  x 

Width  x  Depth 

Fill  Description 

Content  a 

Cultural 

filiation 

Remarks 

75 

010N41UL 

Small  basin 

2. 7x2. 6x1. 2 

Black  Sand 

Ceramics,  Llthica, 
Shel l , Bone, Charcoal 

Cof ferdam 
Subphase 

7o 

b  ion  3  jot: 

Snail  basin 

2. 7x2. 7x1.1 

Medium  Brown 

Sand 

Llthlcs,  Shell, 
Charcoal 

Undetermined 

77 

60UN40UE 

Smalt  Basin 

2.7x2. 7x0.9 

Dark  Brown  Sand 

Ceramics,  Llthlcs, 
Shell,  Charcoal 

Col ferdam 
Subphase 

78 

590N  380  F. 

Large  Basin 

3. 6xi. 2x0. 8 

Dark  Brown  Sand 

Ceramics,  Llthlcs, 
She l L , bone .Charcoal 

Cof  ferdam^ 
Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

79 

580N 380E 

Large  basin 

3. 2x3. 0x0. 9 

Black  Sand 

Ceramics,  Llthlcs, 
She! t , Bone, Charcoal 

Cof  ferdam 
Subphase 

80 

58QN400E 

Large  Basin 

4. 3x3. 8x1. 6 

Dark  Brown  to 
Black  Sand 

Ceramics,  Llthlcs, 
Shel l, Bone, Charcoal 

Turkey  Paw 
Subphase 

81 

58UNJ9UE 

Sma  1 1  Bas  In 

2. 9x2. 6x0. 9 

Medium  Brown 

Sand 

Ceramics,  Llthlcs 

Cof  ferdam 
Subphase? 

82 

580N  380b 

Large  Basin 

4. 3x3. 8x1. 2 

Dark  Brown  Sand 

Ceramics,  Llthlcs, 
Shel l , Bone, Charcoal 

Turkey  Paw 
Subphase 

83 

bJ0NJ5Ufc 

Contract ing 

Cy  1  indr  leal 

4. 3x4. 2x2.1 

Dark  Brown  Sand 

Ceramics,  Llthlcs, 
She l l , Bone, Charcoal 

Tupelo 

Sub phase 

84 

590N4U0E 

Small  Basin 

2. 4x2. 0x0. 7 

Dark  Brown  Sand 

Ceramics,  Llthlcs, 
Shell , Bone, Charcoal 

Cof  ferdam 
Subphase 

85 

590N410E 

Bowl 

3. 3x3. 3x2.2 

Medium  Brown 

Sand 

Ceramics,  Llthlcs, 
Shell 

Cof  ferdam 
Subphase 

Contents  mixed 
Feature  86 

with 

8b 

590N400t 

Straight 

Cylindrical 

3. 7x3. ox3. 4 

Dark  Brown  Sand 
Underlain  by 

Black  and  Brown 
Sand 

Ceramics,  Llthlcs, 
Shel 1, Bone, Charcoal 

Cof  ferdam 

Sub phase 

Contents  mixed 
Feature  85 

with 

87 

b30N390t 

Flaring 

Cylindrical 

3. 2x2 .0x2 . 3 

Dark  Brown  to 
Black  Sand 

Ceramics,  Llthlcs, 
Shell 

Cofferdam  - 
Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

88 

630N  380 E 

Small  Basin 

l .8x1 .8.x0.6 

Dark  Brown  Sand 

Ceramics,  Llthlcs, 
Bone 

Broken  Pumpkin 
Creek  Phase 

89 

630N)40t 

Small  Basin 

2. 3x2. 2x0. 8 

Medium  Brown 

Sand 

Fired  Clay, 

Llthlcs 

Undetermined 

*<7 

56<7N44(7£ 

Bowl 

2. 7x2. 7x1. 4 

Dark  Brown  to 
Black  Sand 

Ceramics,  Llthlcs, 
Shel l, Bone .Charcoal 

Cof ferdam 
Subphase 

*1 

560N450E 

Flaring 

Cylindrical 

5. 1x4. 9x3. 8 

Da.’-  Brown  to 
Black  Sand 

Ceramics,  Llthlcs, 
Shel l, Bone, Char coal 

Undetermined 

92 

580N5 10E 

Bowl 

2. 3x2. 0x1. 5 

Light  to  Medium 
Brown  Sand 

Ceramics,  Llthlcs, 
Shell,  Charcoal 

Craig's  Landlng- 
Tupelo  Subphase 

■73 

570N520E 

Large  Basin 

5. 4x4. 4x0. 9 

Dark  Brown  Sand 

Ceramics,  Llthica, 
Shell, Bone , Charcoa 1 

Vienna  Subphase 

94 

560N450E 

Flaring 

CyL indr  lea l 

5. 6X5. 4X3. 3 

Oark  Brown  to 
Black  Sand 

Ceramics,  Llthlcs, 
Bone,  Charcoal 

Cof  ferdam 
Subphase 

95 

5  7UN44UE 

Contract Ing 
Cylindrical 

3. 0x2. 4x1.0 

Medium  Brown 

Sand 

Ceramics,  Llthlcs, 
Shel l , Bone, Charcoal 

Cofferdam 

Subphaae 

96 

590N440E 

Bowl 

3. 3x3. 2x2. 7 

Dark  Brown  Sand 

Ceramics,  Llthica, 
Shel l .Bone, Charcoal 

Cof  ferdam- 
Catflsh  Bend 
Suhphase 

97 

600N450E 

Large  Basin 

3. 3x3. lxl. 5 

Black  Sand 

Ceramics,  Llthlcs, 
She l 1 , Bone , Charcoa 1 

Vienna  Suhphase 

98 

560N42DE 

Large  Basin 

3.4x1. 1x1.5 

Medium  Brown 

Sand 

Ceramics,  Llthlcs, 
Bone 

Cof  ferdam 
Subphase 

99 

570N430E 

Large  Basin 

3. 5x3. 0x1 .6 

Dark  Brown 

Sand 

Ceramic*.  Llthica, 
Shel l, Bone, Charcoal 

Turkey  Paw 
Subphase 

100 

610N42UE 

Large  Basin 

4. 0x3. 0x1. 6 

Black  Sand 

Ceramics,  Llthlcs, 
She  1 1 , Bone, Charcoal 

Cof  ferdam- 
Catflsh  Bend 

Subphase 


-  •  Unmeasurable 


Table  5.  Site  lGr2  Feature  Tabulation  (Continued) 


Feature  Local  ioi 
Number 

i  Feature 
Category 

Length  x  Fill  Description  Contents 

Width  x  Depth 

Cultural 

Affiliation 

Betas  rka  . 

lui 

610N420K 

Straight 

Cy l in  ir  lea  l 

4. 9x4. 4xJ. 3 

Dark  Brown  Sand 

Ceramics, 
Shel 1 , Bone 

Llthlcs, 

!,  Charcoal 

Cofferdam 

Subphase 

102 

57U95l:Jn 

rndetermlnate 

5.9x5. 7x4.2 

Medium  Brown 

Sand 

Ceramics, 
Shel l, Bone 

Llthica, 

i,Charcoal 

Cof  ferdam 
Subphase 

Rectangular  orifice,  alopin 
Irregular  bottom 

10J 

570H500E 

Sma l l  Bas In 

2. 7x2. 2x0. 4 

Medium  Brown 

Sand 

Ceramics, 

Shell 

Llthica, 

Turkey  Paw 
Subphase 

104 

58UN5 lUE 

Small  Basin 

2. 3x1. 6x0. 4 

Dark  Brown  Sand 

Ceramics, 

Llthica 

Pharr  Subphase 

ios 

580N520E 

Bowl 

1.8x1. 6x1.0 

Crayish  Brown 

Sand 

Ceramics, 

Llthlcs 

Shell, 

Cof  ferdam 
Subphase 

10b 

580N510E 

Bowl 

2. 7x2. Ixl.8 

Medium  to  Dark 
Brown  Sand 

Ceramics,  Llthlcs,  Turkey  Paw 

Shel l , Bone, Charcoal  Subphase  ? 

107 

580N4 10K 

Sma  L l  Bas In 

2.3x2. 1x0.6 

Brown  to  Black 
Sand 

Ceramics, 

Llthlcs 

Cof  ferdam 
Subphase 

10H 

b 1UN5 10E 

Large  Basin 

3. 1x2. 9x1.1 

Medium  Brown 

Sand 

Ceramics, 

Llthica 

Cofferdam 

Subphase 

llW 

570N500E 

Straight 

Cylindrical 

3. 2x3. 1x1. 8 

Dark  Brown  Sand 

Ceramics,  Llthlcs,  Cofferdam 

Shel l , Bone, Charcoal  Subphase 

110 

56UN320E 

Small  Basin 

2. 7x2. 4x0. 4 

Medium  Brown  Sand 

Llthlcs 

Uadmtarmlaad 

111 

580N450E 

Straight 

Cylindrical 

2.4x2. lxl.0 

Dark  Brown  Sand 

Ceramics,  Llthlcs, 
Shell,  Charcoal 

Cofferdam 

Subphase 

112 

540N48UE 

Indeterminate 

3.0x2. 7x2.5 

Dark  Brown  Sand 

Ceramics,  Llthlcs, 
Shel L .Bone, Char coal 

Late  Mlaslaslp- 
plan  or  Historic 

Irregular  orifice,  sloping 
walla,  and  stepped  bottom 

m 

530N480F. 

Large  Basin 

3. 3x2. 0x0. 6 

Dark  Brown  to 
Black  Sand 

Ceramics,  Llthlcs, 
Shell,  Bone 

Late 

Miaslasipplan 

Contained  Burial  2B 

114 

560N5UOE 

Contracting 
Cyllndr  Leal 

7 . 15x  -x2.7 

Dark  Brown 

Sandy  Loam 

Ceramics,  Llthlcs, 
She 1 l , Bone .Charcoal 

Cofferdam 

Subphase 

Burial  22  Intrusive 

115 

530N490K 

Large  Basin 

5. 3x3. 7x0.9 

Medium  to  Dark 
Brown  Sand 

Ceramics,  Llthica, 
Shell , Bone .Charcoal 

Vienna 

Subphaae 

lib 

54UHSOUE 

Bowl 

3. 0x2. 6x2. 8 

Medium  to  Dark 
Brown  Sandy  Loam 

Ceramics, 

Flakes 

Hiller  III 

Phase 

Intruded  by  Burial  20  on 
eastern  side 

117 

31UN490E 

Large  Basin 

4. 4x2. 9x1. 3 

Medium  to  Light 
Brown  Sand 

Ceramics, 

Llthlcs 

Late 

Nlsslsslpplan 

Intrudes  Burial  26 

118 

5U0N470E 

Corn  Cob 

Filled  Pit 

1.5x1. 4x0. 6 

Medium  to  Dark 
Brown  Sand 

Ceramics,  Llthlcs, 
Shell,  Charcoal 

Late 

Nlsslsslpplan 

Similar  to  Blnford's 
"smudge  pit** 

119 

52UN500F. 

Large  Basin 

5. 9x3. 4x1. 8 

Light  to  Medium 
Brown  Sand 

Ceramics, 

Llthlcs 

Turkey  Paw 
Subphaae 

120 

54UN500E 

Small  Basin 

2. 3x2. 1x0.8 

Dark  Brown 

Sandy  Loam 

Ceramics , 

Llthlcs 

Late 

Hlaslsslpplan 

121 

310N490E 

Corn  Cob 

Filled  Pit 

1 . UxO. 9x0. 3 

Black  Sand 

Ceramics, 

Charcoal 

Late 

Nlsslsslpplan 

Similar  to  Blnford's 
"amudge  pit" 

122 

540N500E 

Bowl 

3. 9x3. 8x2.0 

Dark  Brown  to 
Black  Sand 

Ceramics , 

Llth'cs 

Cof  ferdam 
Subphase 

12  1 

500N49UE 

Corn  Cob 

Filled  Pit 

0. 7xU. 7x0.5 

Black  Sand 

Llthlcs 

Late 

Hlaslsslpplan 

Similar  to  Blnford's 
"smudge  pit" 

124 

5UUN480E 

Corn  Cob 

FI  1  led  Pit 

0.5x0. 5x0.4 

Black  Sand 

Ceramics , 
Charcoal 

Llthlcs, 

Late 

Miss lss Ipplan 

Similar  to  Blnford's 
"amudge  pit" 

12i 

50UN>4  7l|fc 

Corn  Cob 

Filled  Pit 

l  .6x1 .5x0.f> 

Dark  Brown  r> 
Black  Sand 

Ceramics , 
Charcoal 

Llthlcs, 

Late 

Miss  lss Ipplan 

Similar  to  Blnford's 
"smudge  pit" 

12b 

5  ION*  7Uh 

hide  terminate 

t. 7x1 .6x1 .4 

Black  to  Dark 
Brown  Sand 

Ceramics, 

Llthlcs 

Vienna  Subphaae 

Possible  post  hole 

127 

500N490E 

Corn  Cob 

Filled  Pit 

0.5x0. 5x0.2 

Dark  Brown  Sand 

Charcoa 1 

Late 

Nlsslsslpplan 

In  midden 

1  28 

52UN480L 

Straight 

Cy l indr  leal 

3. 3x1. 2x2. 8 

Dark  Brown  Sand 

Ceramics, 

Llthlcs 

Cof  ferdam- 
Catflsh  Bend 

Site  1Gr2,  Selected  Feature  Cross  Sections. 
Bynum  Subphase 


Feature  37, 
Bowl 


Feature  39, 

Contracting  Cylindrical 


Site  1Gr2,  Selected  Feature  Cross  Sections* 
Turkey  Paw  Subphase  . 


Feature  40,  Large  Basin 


Feature  44, 
Straight  Cylindrical 


Figure  28. 


Site  1Gr2,  Selected  Feature  Cross  Sections, 
Cofferdam  Subphase, 


Feature  94, 
Flaring  Cylindrical 


Feature  48, 
Small  Basin 


Feature  78, 
Large  Basin 


Figure  29. 


Figure  30.  Site  lGr2,  Burial  17. 


Figure  31 


Figure  32.  Site  lGr2,  Burial  26. 


Figure  33.  Site  lGr2,  Burial  20 
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Figure  34.  Site  lGr2,  Feature  36. 

Flaring  Cylindrical 
Shaped  Pit.  Turkey  Paw 
Subphase. 


Figure  35.  Site  lGr2,  Feature  39. 

Straight  Cylindrical 
Shaped  Pit.  Bynum  Sub 
phase. 
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Figure  36. 

Site  lGr2,  Feature 

43. 

Figure  37.  Site  lGr2,  Feature  44. 

Rectangular  Basin 

Contracting  Cylindrical 

Shaped  Pit.  Pharr 

Sub- 

Shaped  Pit.  Turkey  Paw 

phase. 

Subphase. 

zones.  Unit  790N360E  on  the  old  river  levee  (Fig.  39)  yielded  the  seventh 
zone  at  a  depth  of  4  ft  (1.2  m) . 

Zone  A.  The  humus  layer  on  the  site  was  grayish  brown  sand.  Zone  A 
averaged  0.5  ft  (15.2  cm)  thick. 

Zone  B.  Zone  B  was  a  medium  brown  to  dark  brown  mottled  sandy  clay 
intermixed  with  charcoal  and  shell.  Zone  B  averaged  0.5  ft  (15.2  cm) 
thick. 

Zone  C.  Zone  C  was  a  dark  brown  sand  which  averaged  1.5  ft  (45.7  cm) 
thick.  It  extended  immediately  under  Zone  B  in  Unit  550N460E  and  in  other 
places  represented  the  uppermost  zone  (Units  660N340E  and  790N360E) . 

Zone  D.  Zone  D  was  a  midden  lens  observed  only  on  the  highest  por¬ 
tion  of  the  site  in  Units  530N480E  and  540N480E  (Jenkins  1975).  It  was  a 
gray  sand  approximately  0.5  ft  thick  and  it  extended  beneath  Zone  C. 

Zone  E.  Zone  E  was  a  light  brown  to  medium  brown  sand  ranging  from 
0.5  ft  to  1.5  ft  (15.2  cm  to  45.7  cm)  thick. 

Zone  F.  Zone  F  was  a  yellow  sand  extending  under  Zone  E.  Zone  F 
averaged  1.5  ft  (45.7)  thick. 

Zone  G.  Zone  G  was  the  lowest  zone  encountered  and  consisted  of  a 
sterile  white  sand  at  approximately  4.0  ft  (1.2  m)  below  the  surface  in 
Unit  790N360E. 


Cultural  Stratigraphy 

At  Site  lGr2,  Zone  F  contained  the  earliest  evidence  of  human  occupa¬ 
tion.  Early  Archaic  materials  were  sparsely  represented  throughout  this 
zone.  Almost  all  of  this  stratum  had  been  deposited  by  alluviation. 
Kirk,  Hardaway  and  Bifurcate  occupations  were  present  within  this  zone. 

Zone  E  contained  primarily  Middle  and  Late  Archaic  as  well  as  Middle 
and  Late  Gulf  Forraational  artifacts,  although  some  later  artifacts  had 
also  made  their  way  into  this  zone.  Like  Zone  F  most  of  this  zone  accumu¬ 
lated  as  a  result  of  alluviation.  Material  remains  of  Vaughn  and  West 
Greene  archaeological  cultures  were  present  in  this  zone. 

Zone  D  was  the  first  true  accumulated  midden.  This  zone  was  formed 
during  the  Craig's  Landing  subphase  of  the  Middle  Woodland  period.  It 
contained  numerous  sherds  and  lithics  as  well  as  much  faunal  and  floral 
material.  This  zone  was  confined  to  the  highest  portion  of  the  terrace 
edge  overlooking  the  present  river  channel. 

Zone  C  was  composed  of  midden  deposited  during  the  Cofferdam  subphase 
of  the  Late  Woodland  period.  Floral,  faunal,  ceramic,  and  lithic  mate¬ 
rials  were  found  in  this  zone  as  they  were  in  Zone  D.  This  zone,  however, 
contained  a  greater  number  of  artifacts  and  had  a  much  darker  color  than 
Zone  D. 


51 


Figure  38 


SITE  1Gr2 
UNIT  790N360E 


NOTE:  UNIT  WAS  TAKEN  DOWN  IN  MIDDLE  TO  A  DEPTH  OF  6.5  FEET  . 


Zones  A  and  B  were  both  formed  during  the  Late  Mlsslsslppian  period. 
Zone  A  had,  however,  been  modified  further  by  historic  activities.  Zone  B 
was  confined  to  the  same  part  of  the  site  as  Zone  D. 


Natural  Stratigraphy 

Zones  F  and  G  were  composed  of  alluvial  sands  deposited  during  the 
formation  of  the  terrace.  Although  Zone  F  contained  artifacts  and  a  few 
biotic  remains,  these  were  not  heavily  deposited  and  they  did  not  contri¬ 
bute  in  a  significant  manner  to  the  formation  of  the  zone.  Zone  G  was 
composed  of  a  heavily  leached,  sterile  alluvial  sand  with  numerous  lamina¬ 
tions  (Fig.  39). 


Horizontal  Distribution  of  Components 
Early,  Middle  and  Late  Archaic  Periods 

Archaic  materials  were  found  over  most  of  the  site.  Concentrations 
appeared  at  the  western  edge  of  the  site  in  Test  Units  790N360E  and 
660N340E  along  the  old  terrace  edge  overlooking  Wilkes  Creek  at  the  west¬ 
ern  edge.  A  Kirk-like  component  also  was  present  along  this  portion  of  the 
terrace.  A  Bifurcate  component  was  also  present  along  the  present  terrace 
edge  in  Unit  550N320E.  Scattered  Kirk  and  Hardaway  components  were  pre¬ 
sent  on  the  highest  portion  of  the  site  in  Units  550N460E  and  540N460E. 
Scattered  Middle  to  Late  Archaic  components  were  also  present  and  they 
included  Late  Archaic  Benton.  One  probable  Late  Archaic  West  Greene 
surface  hearth  was  found  in  Unit  790N360E  (Figs.  26  and  39). 


Middle  Gulf  Formational  Period 

Broken  Pumpkin  Creek  Phase.  Although  only  two  features  were  recov¬ 
ered  that  can  definitely  be  assigned  to  this  component,  the  diagnostic 
fiber  tempered  pottery  of  this  phase  was  found  throughout  most  of  the 
site.  Fiber  tempered  pottery  did  occur  with  greater  frequency  on  the 
western  side  of  the  site  on  the  terrace  overlooking  the  old  meander  scar 
which  formed  Wilkes  Creek.  Excavation  Units  550N340E  and  660N340E  were 
located  in  that  area  and  produced  more  fiber  tempered  pottery  than  was 
found  in  the  other  units  (Fig.  26). 


Late  Gulf  Formational  Period 

Henson  Springs  Phase.  Like  the  fiber  tempered  pottery,  the  Alexander 
pottery  of  the  Henson  Springs  component  was  found  over  most  of  the  site, 
although  it  was  most  concentrated  on  the  western  portion. 


Middle  Woodland  Period 


Miller  I  Phase.  Occupations  throughout  the  Miller  I  phase  were  more 
intensive  than  earlier  phases.  The  early  Miller  I  Bynum  subphase  occupa¬ 
tion  seems  to  have  been  confined  to  the  terrace  overlooking  the  meander 
scar  which  formed  Wilkes  Creek.  This  occupation  is  exemplified  by  a 
cluster  of  six  pit  features  in  that  area.  The  Late  Miller  1  Craig's 
Landing  subphase  occupation  was  concentrated  on  the  highest  part  of  the 
terrace  overlooking  the  present  Tombigbee  River.  Several  pit  features, 
sherd  concentrations,  and  a  well  defined  midden  zone  (Zone  D)  were  located 
in  this  area  centered  approximately  on  Unit  540N540E  excavated  by  Jenkins 
(1975)  (Fig.  26). 

The  next  well  defined  occupation  of  Site  lGr2  was  during  the  late 
Miller  II  Turkey  Paw  subphase.  This  component,  represented  by  21  pit 
features,  was  concentrated  on  the  old  terrace  in  the  northwestern  portion 
of  the  site.  The  probable  remains  of  a  Late  Miller  II  house  were  located 
in  this  area.  A  dark  midden  stain  which  covered  a  concentration  of  post 
holes  and  Late  Miller  II  pit  features  was  evident  over  an  area  60  ft  (18.3 
m)  in  diameter.  A  similar  midden  stain  was  observed  over  the  Late  Miller 
II  house  at  Site  lGrlXl.  A  portion  of  a  dense  lens  of  mussel  shell  on  the 
terrace  edge  facing  the  present  river  channel  also  was  probably  deposited 
during  the  Turkey  Paw  subphase  (Fig.  26). 


Late  Woodland  Period 


The  next  substantial  occupation  at  Site  lGr2  did  not  appear  until  the 
Cofferdam  subphase  of  the  Miller  III  phase.  A  substantial  occupation  over 
the  entire  site  is  represented  by  39  pit  features.  These  features  were 
distributed  across  the  site  in  a  northeast-southwest  linear  arrangement  90 
to  100  ft  (27.4  m  to  30.5  m)  north  of  the  terrace  edge  facing  the  present 
river  channel.  Most  of  the  dense  lens  of  mussels  on  the  edge  of  this 
terrace  was  probably  also  deposited  during  this  subphase  (Fig.  26). 


Late  Mississippian  Period 

The  latest  prehistoric  occupation  of  Site  lGr2  was  during  the  Late 
Moundville  II  or  Early  Moundville  III  subphase.  This  component  was  repre¬ 
sented  by  a  cemetery  containing  28  burials,  located  in  the  southeastern 
portion  of  the  site.  Adjacent  to  the  cemetery  was  a  circumscribed  Late 
Mississippian  midden  where  most  of  the  4,455  shell  tempered  sherds  were 
recovered  (Fig.  26). 


SUMMARY 


Site  Formation  Process 

The  first  human  activity  at  Site  lGr2  was  during  the  Early  Archaic 
period  around  7,500  B.C.  At  that  time  small  groups,  probably  hunting 
parties,  briefly  occupied  the  site,  probably  at  seasonal  intervals.  These 
occupations  were  on  the  first  terrace  formed  by  rapid  alluviation  during 
the  Late  Pleistocene  and  Early  Holocene.  The  deep  stratum  of  Zone  G,  a 
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clean,  fine,  white  sand  free  of  any  organic  material  was  deposited  at  this 
time.  The  sand  grains  of  Zone  F,  which  contained  the  Early  Archaic  mate¬ 
rial,  are  slightly  larger  than  those  of  Zone  G.  Alluviation  seems  to  have 
remained  fairly  rapid,  however,  since  sand  deposition  continued.  Alluvi¬ 
ation  seems  to  have  slowed  down  considerably  around  5,000  B.C.  because 
there  is  no  zone  containing  Middle  Archaic  artifacts  exclusively.  Some¬ 
time  during  the  Late  Archaic  period  the  rate  of  alluviation  increased 
again.  The  brown  sand  of  Zone  E  contained  Middle  Archaic,  Late  Archaic, 
and  Middle  and  Late  Gulf  Formational  artifacts.  After  the  Late  Archaic 
period,  alluviation  was  very  slow  and  further  accumulation  was  primarily 
cultural  midden. 

During  the  Middle  Woodland  Early  Miller  I  Bynum  subphase  a  complex  of 
six  pit  features  was  used  on  the  northwestern  portion  of  the  site  over¬ 
looking  the  meander  scar  which  formed  Wilkes  Creek.  Little  midden  seems 
to  have  accumulated  during  this  occupation. 

During  the  Craig's  Landing  subphase  the  occupation  of  the  site  shift¬ 
ed  to  the  highest  part  of  the  terrace  edge  centered  at  excavation  Unit 
540N540E  presently  overlooking  the  Tombigbee  River.  This  occupation 
resulted  in  the  formation  of  Zone  D  and  the  construction  of  several  pit 
features. 

The  next  occupation  of  the  site  was  during  the  Late  Miller  II,  Turkey 
Paw  subphase.  This  activity  resulted  in  the  construction  of  21  pit  fea¬ 
tures  and  a  probable  house  25  to  30  ft  (7.6  to  9.1  m)  in  diameter  all 
situated  on  the  northwestern  portion  of  the  site.  These  people  also 
deposited  a  significant  heap  of  mussels  on  the  terrace  edge  facing  t1^ 
present  river  channel. 

The  next  phase  in  the  site  formation  process  was  during  the  Cofferd*..* 
subphase  of  the  Miller  III  phase.  This  occupation  resulted  in  the  forma¬ 
tion  of  Zone  C  and  the  construction  of  39  more  pit  features  in  a  northwest 
to  southeast  linear  arrangement  90  to  100  ft  (27.4  to  30.5  m)  north  of  the 
recent  terrace  edge.  This  group  apparently  enlarged  the  mussel  dump 
created  by  the  earlier  Turkey  Paw  subphase  occupation. 

The  final  aboriginal  occupation  was  during  the  Late  Moundville  II  or 
Early  Moundville  III  subphase  of  the  Late  Mississippian  Moundville  phase. 
During  this  occupation,  28  burials  were  interred  in  the  southeastern 
corner  of  the  site  and  a  substantial  midden  accumulated  adjacent  to  the 
burial  area. 

In  summary,  the  initial  development  of  Site  lGr2  was  substantially 
supplemented  by  alluviation.  As  artifactual  debris  was  deposited,  it  was 
covered  by  alluvium  during  the  Archaic  stage.  By  the  Middle  Woodland,  pit 
features  were  constructed  and  substantial  midden  accumulations  first 
appeared  on  the  site.  During  the  Late  Woodland  more  pit  features  were 
constructed  and  the  midden  deposits  grew.  By  the  end  of  the  Late  Wood¬ 
land,  there  was  a  substantial  mussel  shell  deposit  along  the  terrace  edge 
facing  the  present  river  channel.  North  of  this  mussel  shell  deposit  was 
the  living  area  where  houses  were  built  and  pit  features  were  constructed. 
These  features  formed  a  northwest  to  southeast  linear  arrangement  north  of 
the  shell  deposit.  During  the  Late  Mississippian  period  more  midden  was 
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deposited  within  a  restricted  area  in  the  southeastern  portion  of  the 
site,  adjacent  to  a  Late  Mississippian  cemetery.  This  midden  was  probably 
associated  with  a  house.  The  southeastern  portion  of  the  site,  just  west 
of  the  Mississippian  cemetery,  provided  the  best  stratigraphic  sequence  in 
the  lake  area.  Here  the  Mississippian  strata.  Zones  A  and  B,  overlay  a 
Cofferdam  subphase  (Late  Woodland)  stratum  (Zone  C)  which  overlay  a 
Craig's  Landing  subphase  (Middle  Woodland)  stratum  (Zone  D)  which  overlay 
primarily  Late  Archaic  (Zone  E)  and  Early  Archaic  (Zone  F)  zones.  Zone  D, 
however,  was  not  as  evident  in  the  units  excavated  this  season  as  it  was 
in  those  excavated  earlier  by  Jenkins  (1975).  The  zones  were  better 
defined  in  the  area  excavated  by  Jenkins  (1975). 


CHAPTER  V 


SITE  lGr50 

[ 

SITE  SETTING 


Site  IGr50  was  located  during  the  summer  of  1975  (Jenkins  et  al. 

|  1975).  The  site  was  situated  on  a  linear  elevated  area  115  ft  (35.1  m) 

AMSL  in  an  abandoned  corn  field  300  ft  (91.4  m)  north  of  the  eastern  bank 
of  the  Tombigbee  River,  at  river  mile  293.5.  The  site  is  situated  on  the 
southern  edge  of  Spoil  Area  G-6,  in  the  neck  of  Cooks  Bend.  Legal  loca¬ 
tion  for  the  site  is  Township  23  North,  Range  2  West,  in  the  northeast 
quarter  of  the  southwest  quarter  of  Section  26. 

^  The  site  was  defined  by  a  sparse  scatter  of  lithic  and  ceramic  debris 

throughout  a  125  ft  by  400  ft  (38.1  m  by  129.9  m)  area.  The  soil  on  which 
the  site  rests  is  Lakeland  fine  sand.  This  soil  is  excessively  drained 
and  forms  in  thick  beds  of  sandy  alluvium.  Natural  fertility  is  low  and 
the  pH  is  strongly  acidic  (USDA  1971). 

i 

The  site  is  located  on  the  first  terrace  and  is  situated  within  the 
slope  forest  zone  (Caddell  1981).  A  permanent  spring  flows  from  the 
higher,  northwestern  edge  of  the  site  (Fig.  40). 


|  FIELD  METHODS  AND  RECOVERY  TECHNIQUES 

Excavation  at  Site  lGr50  began  May  17,  1977  and  was  completed  May  27, 
1977.  During  this  time  the  crew  consisted  of  seven  people,  including  the 
two  supervisors.  Excavation  of  this  site  proceded  by  th^4  following  plan: 
(1)  A  grid  system  was  established  and  the  approximate  limits  and  contour 
|  of  the  site  were  mapped  with  a  transit  (Fig  40).  (2)  The  site  area  was 

divided  into  5  ft  by  5  ft  (1.5  m  by  1.5  m)  units  and  a  one  half  of  one 
percent  sample  for  excavation  was  drawn  from  a  table  of  random  numbers. 
Nine  units  were  selected  for  excavation.  Vertical  control  within  each 
unit  was  maintained  by  arbitrary  0.5  ft  (15.2  cm)  levels.  Grid  values  for 
each  unit  were  determined  by  the  grid  lines  that  intersected  the  upper 
*  right  hand  corner  of  the  square  facing  northwest.  All  soil  from  each  unit 

was  dry  screened  through  one-quarter  inch  mesh  hardware  cloth  (Fig.  41). 
(3)  After  the  profiles  from  each  unit  were  recorded  they  were  used  to  plan 
the  mechanical  stripping.  A  D-6  bulldozer  was  used  to  remove  the  top  soil 
from  a  portion  of  the  site  (Fig.  64).  Two  recovery  strips,  one  10  ft  by 
375  ft  (3.0  m  by  114.3  m)  and  the  other  10  ft  by  200  ft  (3.0  m  by  61.0  m) 
i  were  graded.  Five  features  and  fifteen  post  holes  were  excavated  in  the 

two  strips  and  test  units  (Fig.  44).  Feature  fill  was  dry  screened 
through  one-quarter  inch  mesh.  Pollen  samples  and  two  gallon  soil  samples 
for  flotation  were  collected  from  features.  Pit  features  and  hearths  were 
described  on  feature  forms  as  they  were  excavated  (Fig.  4).  All  post 
holes  were  cored,  dry  screened  through  one-quarter  inch  mesh,  and  recorded 
1  on  post  hole  forms  (Fig.  6). 


FEATURES 


Twenty-one  features  were  excavated  at  Site  lGr50.  Six  cultural 
features  other  than  post  holes  were  recognized.  One  feature  (Feature  1) 
could  be  attributed  to  a  natural  origin.  None  of  the  14  post  holes  were 
analyzed  because  of  time  and  money  limitations.  Nonpost  hole  features 
consisted  of  5  pits  and  1  amorphous  fired  clay  concentration.  Table  6 
summarizes  the  feature  categories  by  cultural  affiliation.  Feature  cate¬ 
gory,  location,  measurements,  content,  cultural  affiliation  and  general 
remarks  are  presented  in  tabular  format  in  Table  7.  Horizontal  distribu¬ 
tion  of  features  is  presented  in  Figure  44.  These  5  features  were  con¬ 
fined  exclusively  to  the  Late  Archaic  period  at  Site  lGr50.  Feature  1  was 
of  modern  origin. 


|  INTERNAL  SITE  COMPOSITION 

Stratigraphy 

Stratigraphy  at  Site  lGr50  was  fairly  homogeneous.  A  typical  profile 
.  is  shown  in  Figure  43.  Slight  differences  in  color  and  texture  of  the 

_  soils  were  noted  on  different  portions  of  the  site,  but  the  same  general 

stratigraphy  was  in  evidence  in  all  excavated  units.  The  most  notable 
difference  was  in  Zone  B  which  was  better  defined  and  thicker  on  the 
highest  portion  of  the  site  near  the  spring. 

_  Four  major  zones  were  recognized;  Zone  C  was  subdivided  into  two  sub- 

J  zones  because  of  the  slight  color  and  textural  differences  noted  above. 

The  zones  are  described  below  and  are  illustrated  in  Figure  45. 

Zone  A.  This  was  the  plowzone  at  the  site.  It  was  a  brownish  gray 
sand  and  averaged  0.6  ft  (18.3  cm)  thick. 

I  Zone  B.  This  was  a  dark  brown  sand  which  lay  immediately  below  the 

plowzone.  It  ranged  from  a  maximum  thickness  of  1.1  ft  (33.5  cm)  in  the 
highest  portion  of  the  site  to  a  minimum  of  0.2  ft  (6.0  cm)  in  the  lowest 
portion.  It  averaged  0.5  ft  (15. 2  cm)  thick. 

,  Zone  C—  1 .  This  was  the  upper  subzone  of  Zone  C  and  lay  immediately 

below  Zone  B.  It  was  a  mottled  dark  brown  to  light  brown-tan  sand  averag- 
;  ing  1  ft  (30.5  cm)  thick. 

'  Zone  C-2.  This  was  the  lower  subzone  of  Zone  C  and  lay  immediately 

:  below  Zone  C-l  and  directly  above  Zone  D.  This  was  a  mottled  light  yel- 

■  lowish  tan  sand  averaging  slightly  more  than  I  ft  (30.5  cm)  thick. 

b- 

'  Zone  D.  This  was  a  fine  light  to  white  tan  sand  which  represented 

K  sterile  alluvial  deposits  on  this  portion  of  the  terrace  edge.  It  was 

r  encountered  at  approximately  3  ft  (0.9  m)  below  ground  surface. 
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Figure  44 


Table  6.  Site  lGr50  Feature  Categories  by  Cultural  Affiliation.* 


CULTURAL  AFFILIATION 


u 

•H 

(d 

■8 


FEATURE  CATEGORY 

•H 

U 

S 

m 

■H 

X 

Late  Ar 

Period 

Total 

Small  Basin 

- 

3 

3 

Large  Basin 

- 

1 

I 

Amorphous  Fired  Clay  Concentration 

- 

1 

1 

Indeterminate 

1 

- 

1 

TOTAL 


5 


6 


Table  7.  Site  lGr50  Feature  Tabulation. 


SITE  1Gr50 


Figure  45 


Cultural  Stratigraphy 

Zones  A  and  B  resulted  primarily  from  human  habitation  although 
alluviation  undoubtedly  contributed  to  some  of  the  accumulation. 

Three  zones  contained  cultural  material  at  Site  !Gr50.  Zone  A  con¬ 
tained  primarily  Late  Woodland  Miller  III  phase  artifacts  along  with  a  few 
historic  artifacts.  Zone  B  contained  both  Late  Woodland  Miller  III  phase 
and  Middle  Woodland  Miller  II  phase  artifacts  as  well  as  Late  Archaic 
material.  Zone  C  contained  Early  to  Late  Archaic  materials  exclusively. 

Natural  Stratigraphy 

Zones  C  and  D  were  formed  primarily  through  alluvial  processes. 
Human  habitation  may  have  contributed  slightly  to  the  formation  of  Zone  C. 
Zone  D,  however,  was  a  product  of  alluvial  forces  and  subsequent  terrace 
formation. 


Horizontal  Distribution  of  Components 
Late  Archaic  Period 

Archaic  materials  were  widely  distributed  across  Site  lGr50.  The 
major  component  at  the  site  was  Late  Archaic  and  was  concentrated  at  the 
northern  end  of  the  site  (Fig.  44).  In  this  area,  five  probable  Late 
Archaic  features  were  found.  These  were  basin  shaped  pits  and  fired  clay 
concentrations  which  may  have  been  hearths.  A  number  of  post  holes,  prob¬ 
ably  of  Late  Archaic  origin,  were  concentrated  in  this  area.  The  dis¬ 
covery  of  three  Motley  projectile  points  on  the  surface  indicates  that 
this  could  have  been  a  terminal  Late  Archaic  occupation.  Unfortunately, 
the  contents  of  the  pits  yielded  no  diagnostic  material. 

Early  to  Middle  Archaic  components  were  probably  present,  but  no 
diagnostic  artifacts  of  this  period  were  recovered.  Several  projectile 
point  tips  were  found  in  the  lower  levels.  One  of  these  was  beveled  and 
serrated  indicating  a  probable  Early  Archaic  occupation. 

Middle  Gulf  Formatlonal  Period 

Site  lGr50  was  next  occupied  during  the  Broken  Pumpkin  Creek  phase  of 
the  Middle  Gulf  Formatlonal  period.  During  this  time  occupations  of  sites 
are  infrequent  and  are  usually  by  very  small  groups.  These  occupations 
also  were  scattered  over  most  of  the  site. 


Middle  Woodland  Period 

Evidence  for  Middle  Woodland  occupation  was  scant,  although  Middle 
Woodland  projectile  point  forms  outnumbered  all  others  recovered.  Two 
Tombigbee  Stemmed  var.  Tombigbee  forms  and  two  expanded  haft  cluster  forms 
indicate  an  Early  Miller  II  or  Late  Miller  II  occupation. 


Late  Woodland  Period 


Sporadic  occupation  during  the  Miller  III  phase,  of  the  Late  Woodland 
period  is  also  indicated.  These  sparsely  represented  components  were  most 
apparent  in  the  northern  or  highest  portion  of  the  site  near  the  terrace 
edge. 


Mississippian  Stage 

Eight  Mississippi  Plain  sherds  not  diagnostic  of  any  period  or  sub¬ 
phase  were  recovered,  indicating  the  presence  of  an  undetermined  Missis¬ 
sippian  component.  These  sherds  also  were  found  on  the  highest  portion  of 
the  site. 


SUMMARY 


Site  Formation  Process 

The  terrace  upon  which  Site  lGr50  is  situated  was  formed  prior  to 
initial  human  occupation.  The  lowest  zone  encountered.  Zone  D,  was  a 
sterile  alluvial  light  tan  to  white  sand  probably  deposited  during  periods 
of  heavy  rainfall  during  the  late  Pleistocene  or  early  Holocene. 

The  earliest  human  occupation  on  the  terrace  may  been  as  early  as  the 
Early  or  Middle  Archaic  periods,  but  no  diagnostic  cultural  material 
dating  to  these  time  periods  was  recovered  and  their  contribution  to  the 
formation  of  Zone  C  would  have  been  minimal.  The  earliest  occupation  that 
can  be  documented  through  artifact  inventory  was  during  the  Late  Archaic 
period.  It  appears  that  a  substantial  Late  Archaic  (possibly  terminal 
Archaic)  comporent  was  present  at  the  site.  Portions  of  the  site  contain 
a  fairly  heavy  layer  of  fired  clay  and  charcoal  just  below  Zone  B  at  the 
top  of  Zone  C.  This  layer  was  especially  visible  around  features  in 
Recovery  Strips  1  and  2.  Terminal  Archaic  groups  constructed  several 
facilities  in  this  area.  The  most  visible  remains  were  pit  features, 
fired  clay  concentrations,  and  post  holes.  These  features  were  concen¬ 
trated  on  the  eastern  end  of  the  site  near  the  spring.  Three  Motley 
projectile  points  found  on  the  surface  probably  belong  with  this  com¬ 
ponent.  The  terminal  Archaic  deposits  contributed  significantly  to  the 
formation  of  the  upper  portion  of  Zone  C  (C— 1 ) .  The  lower  portion  of  Zone 
C  (C-2)  was  formed  primarily  through  alluvial  deposition. 

The  greatest  accumulation  of  Zone  B  was  in  the  highest  area  of  the 
cite  near  the  spring.  Sporadic  Miller  III  occupations  over  an  extended 
period  of  time  were  most  responsible  for  this  zone,  although  there  was 
also  alluviation  during  this  time.  Zone  A,  the  uppermost  cultural  zone 
and  plowzone,  was  primarily  the  result  of  land  clearing,  plowing,  and 
other  historic  activities.  This  zone  was  fairly  uniform  over  the  entire 
site. 
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Figure  46 


CHAPTER  VI 


SITE  lPi33 

SITE  SETTING 


Site  lPi33  is  located  within  a  sharp  bend  on  the  western  side  of  the 
Tombigbee  River  two  miles  east  of  Alabama  Highway  17.  The  site  is  situ¬ 
ated  at  elevation  130  ft  (39.6  m)  AMSL,  25  ft  (7.6  m)  above  the  normal 
pool  level,  at  river  mile  310.5.  The  site,  just  to  the  right  of  the 
center  line  of  the  Lubbub  Creek  Cutoff,  is  within  Spoil  Area  G-15.  The 
legal  location  of  the  site  is  Township  24  North,  Range  2  West,  in  the 
southwest  quarter  of  the  southeast  quarter  of  Section  9. 

The  bend  within  which  Site  lPi33  is  located  was  formed  ca.  1920  when 
the  river  formed  a  new  channel  through  a  low  neck  of  the  meander  bend. 
The  river  previously  flowed  a  mile  farther  to  the  east  before  it  cut  back 
to  the  southwest.  At  the  time  Site  !Pi33  was  inhabited,  the  field  in 
which  the  site  was  located  extended  one  mile  to  the  east.  During  the 
summer  of  1975  this  field  was  subjected  to  a  careful  reconnaissance  by  Ned 
Jenkins  and  Cailup  Curren  (Jenkins  et  al.  1975).  No  other  sites  were 
found  in  this  area,  probably  because  of  its  low  elevation,  maximum  117  ft 
(35.7  m)  AMSL.  The  field  would  have  been  perfectly  situated  for  flood- 
plain  agriculture.  It  floods  annually  and  the  soil  would  have  been  re¬ 
newed  regularly.  The  area  would  have  been  easily  accessible  from  Site 
lPiJ3,  which  had  a  maximum  elevation  of  131  ft  (39.9  m)  AMSL. 

Site  lPi33  is  located  near  on  the  lower  edge  of  the  slope  forest  and 
adjacent  to  the  floodplain  forest.  The  soil  type  is  Cahaba  fine  sand. 
Natural  fertility  and  organic  matter  content  are  low  in  this  strongly 
acidic  soil  (USDA  1917). 

The  site  was  defined  by  a  375  ft  by  175  ft  (114.3  m  by  53.3  m)  dense 
concentration  of  shellfish,  bone,  ceramic  and  lithic  debris  within  an  area 
of  black  stained  soil  (Fig.  46).  The  midden  is  approximately  1.3  ft  (39.6 
cm)  deep  in  the  central  portion  of  the  site,  grading  to  a  thickness  of 
less  than  0.5  ft  (15.2  cm)  at  the  site  boundaries. 

Sites  IPill,  !Pil2,  1 P i 1 3  and  lPi85  are  also  located  within  the  same 
river  bend  as  Site  IP133.  Site  lPi85  is  a  Mississippian  mound.  The  other 
sites  have  significant  Mississippian  and  Miller  III  components.  Most  of 
Site  IPill  and  part  of  Site  1P113  were  destroyed  by  gravel  operations 
between  1971  and  1974.  Sites  !Pi33  and  1 P i 1 3  are  the  largest  middens  in 
the  field.  Excavations  at  Site  1P133  indicated  that  a  sanuy  stratum  with 
a  sparse  artifact  content  (Zone  B)  was  present  between  Site  lPi33  and  the 
other  sites  within  the  bend. 


FIELD  METHODS  AND  RECOVERY  TECHNIQUES 

Site  lPi33  was  the •northernmost  site  included  in  the  proposed  plan  of 
mitigation  and  it  was,  therefore,  the  last  site  to  be  excavated.  Excava¬ 
tion  began  October  5,  1977  and  ended  December  20,  1977. 


69 


The  plan  of  excavation  at  Site  lPi33  was  as  follows:  (1)  A  grid  was 
established  and  the  site  was  divided  into  six  recovery  strips,  30  ft  (9.1 
m)  wide  and  ranging  from  120  ft  to  420  ft  (36.6  m  to  128.0  ra)  in  length 
(Fig.  47).  (2)  Because  the  surface  growth  of  coastal  Bermuda  grass  was 
too  thick  to  plow  effectively,  the  grass  and  0.1  ft  (3.0  cm)  of  sod  cov¬ 
ering  the  six  designated  strips  was  removed  with  a  road  patrol.  (3)  Each 
strip  was  then  plowed  to  a  depth  of  from  0.3  ft  to  0.5  ft  (9.0  cm  to  15.2 
cm).  (4)  The  six  strips  then  were  divided  into  10  ft  (3.0  m)  squares  and 
a  controlled  surface  collection  was  made  after  a  good  rain  (Fig.  48).  All 
visible  artifacts;  ceramics,  lithics,  bone  and  shellfish;  were  recovered. 
Only  the  hinges  of  broken  shellfish  valves  were  retained.  The  collecting 
time  for  each  unit  varied  with  the  amount  of  material  present.  (5)  The 
concentrated  midden  was  mapped  in  relation  to  the  surrounding  sandy  ma¬ 
trix.  (6)  After  the  surface  collection  was  completed,  a  stratified  one 
percent  random  sample  (16  units)  of  the  concentrated  midden  and  a  one-half 
percent  random  sample  of  the  cultural  bearing  sand  surrounding  the  midden 
(8  units)  were  taken  from  within  the  perimeter  of  the  recovery  strips. 
Twenty-four  5  ft  (1.5  m)  squares  were  excavated  in  0.5  ft  (15.2  cm) 
levels.  Time,  unfortunately,  did  not  permit  a  more  comprehensive  sampling 
of  the  midden.  Grid  values  for  each  square  were  determined  by  grid  lines 
that  intersected  in  the  upper  right  corner  of  the  square,  facing  north¬ 
east.  All  soil  from  each  square  was  water  screened  through  a  one-quarter 
inch  mesh  (Fig.  49).  (7)  After  profiles  of  the  midden  sample  units  were 
recorded,  the  top  soil  and  midden  were  removed  from  a  30  ft  by  420  ft  (9.1 
m  by  128.0  m)  strip  passing  through  the  center  of  the  site,  designated 
Recovery  Strip  3  (Fig.  50).  A  road  patrol  was  used  to  clean  the  graded 
surface  after  a  bulldozer  and  self  feeding  pan  had  removed  the  overburden. 
This  method  revealed  that  all  features  were  confined  to  a  250  ft  (76.2  m) 
portion  of  the  strip  nearest  the  edge  of  the  terrace.  (8)  This  250  ft 
(76.2  m)  strip  was  then  shovel  shaved,  troweled,  and  all  features  were 
mapped  (Figs.  51  and  52).  (9)  All  pit  features  and  a  20  percent  random 
sample  of  the  post  holes  were  then  excavated.  (10)  A  contour  map  of  the 
river  bend.  Site  lPi33,  and  adjacent  sites  was  prepared  concurrently  with 
the  above  procedures  (Fig.  46).  The  midden  from  Recovery  Strip  1  also  had 
been  removed  to  expose  and  excavate  subsurface  features.  Time  did  not 
permit  the  excavation  of  those  features.  The  edges  of  Strip  1  were  par¬ 
tially  lined  with  plastic  and  the  entire  strip  was  backfilled  using  a 
bulldozer.  (11)  After  all  features  had  been  excavated  and  mapped  and  post 
holes  sampled  and  mapped  in  Recovery  Strip  3,  it  was  also  backfilled  with 
a  bulldozer. 

The  content  of  all  pit  features  was  water  screened  through  a  one- 
quarter  inch  mesh  (Fig.  49).  Nonburial  pit  features  were  also  water 
screened  through  a  one-sixteenth  inch  mesh.  One  gallon  soil  samples  for 
flotation  and  pollen  samples  were  taken  from  each  pit  feature.  All  pit 
features  were  described  on  feature  forms  (Fig.  4).  Cross  section  and  plan 
drawings  were  made.  Black  and  white  photographs  and  color  slides  were 
made  of  most  features.  Features  6  and  51  were  excavated  in  detail. 
Structure  1,  Feature  6,  a  large  oval  structure  at  the  northern  end  of 
Recovery  Strip  2,  was  discovered  during  the  controlled  surface  collection. 
This  feature  provided  convenient  rainy  day  work  for  part  of  the  crew 
because  of  the  fine  sandy,  well  drained  matrix  soil  of  Zone  A.  In  con¬ 
trast,  the  silt  loam  soil  of  Recovery  Strip  3  was  difficult  to  manage 
after  heavy  rains.  The  structure  was  quartered  for  horizontal  control  and 


Figure  48.  Site  lPi33,  Controlled 
Surface  Collection  in 
Recovery  Strip  3. 


Figure  49.  Site  lPi33,  Water  Screen. 


Figure  50.  Site  lPi33,  Recovery  Strip  3.  View  Northwest 


Figure  51.  Site  lPi33,  Recovery  Strip  3.  Mapping  and 
Excavation. 


three  zones  (daub  layer,  floor  and  below  floor)  were  used  for  vertical 
control.  A  one  gallon  soil  sample  was  retained  from  each  quadrant  level. 

Feature  51  was  a  large,  4.5  ft  (1.4  m)  diameter,  4.3  ft  (1.3  m)  deep 
stratified  pit  feature  near  the  southern  end  of  Recovery  Strip  3.  The 
northeast  half  of  the  feature  was  excavated  first  as  a  single  unit.  One 
gallon  soil  samples  for  flotation  were  saved  from  0.5  ft  (15.2  cm)  levels. 
The  southwest  half  of  the  feature,  was  excavated  in  natural  zones.  One 
gallon  soil  samples  were  also  saved  from  each  natural  zone.  Fill  from 
both  Feature  6  and  51  was  v^ter  screened  through  one-quarter  inch  and  one 
sixteenth  inch  mesh. 


FEATURES 

A  total  of  1,444  features  was  defined  at  Site  lPi33.  These  features 
were  categorized  as  follows:  1,386  post  holes,  2  structures,  1  fire 
cracked  chert  concentration  (Fig.  63),  2  corn  cob  filled  pits,  2  tree 
roots,  and  51  pit  features.  Because  of  limited  time  and  money  only  Post 
Holes  29,  38  and  40  were  analyzed.  These  post  holes  were  originally 
assigned  feature  numbers  in  the  field,  but  were  later  found  to  be  large 
post  holes.  Feature  category,  location,  measurements ,  content  descrip¬ 
tion,  cultural  affiliation  and  general  remarks  are  presented  in  Table  8. 
All  nonpost  hole  features  were  analyzed  and  their  contents  are  summarized 
in  Table  9.  The  horizontal  distribution  of  features  (including  post 
holes)  is  presented  in  Figures  52  and  64.  Figures  53  through  63  illu¬ 
strate  a  representative  sample  of  pit  features  and  burials  from  the  Mound- 
ville  phase  cemetery  and  Structure  1.  A  detailed  description  of  Feature 
6,  Structure  1,  a  Late  Misslssippian  house  uncovered  in  Recovery  Strip  2, 
is  presented  below.  Feature  61,  Structure  2,  an  early  Misslssippian  oval 
structure  surrounding  Burials  20,  28,  and  36,  is  described  following  the 
description  of  Structure  1,  Feature  6. 


Structure  1,  Feature  6 

Structure  1,  Feature  6,  (Figs.  65  and  66)  was  an  oval  structure  of 
single  post  construction  (Fig.  64).  A  total  of  55  posts  was  associated 
with  the  structure  (Fig.  67).  The  post  alignments  indicated  that  two 
circles  of  posts  were  used  in  construction  of  the  structure.  An  inner 
circle  of  large  support  posts,  averaging  1.1  ft  (33.5  cm)  in  diameter, 
formed  a  small  circle  around  the  central  hearth  (Feature  6A) .  A  larger 
arc  of  small  posts,  averaging  0.6  ft  (18.3  cm)  in  diameter,  formed  the 
exterior  walls.  The  walls  of  the  structure  had  collapsed,  evidently  when 
the  structure  burned,  leaving  numerous  large  chunks  of  wattle  and  daub. 

Several  gaps  in  the  outer  circle  of  posts  may  represent  entrances. 
One  gap  was  at  the  southern  end  of  the  structure.  Other  gaps,  especially 
those  along  the  eastern  wall,  possibly  also  were  entrances  (Fig.  64). 

Several  pottery  concentrations  were  noted  on  the  floor  of  the  struc¬ 
ture  beneath  the  collapsed  walls.  Patches  of  charcoal  and  a  charred  post 
fragment  were  also  found.  This  house  strongly  resembles  Chickasaw  "winter 
houses"  described  by  Adair  (Williams  1930:451)  and  Jennings  (1941:Fig.  4). 
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Figure  52. 
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Table  9.  Site  1P133  Feature  Tabulation 


Feature 

Number 

Location 

Feature 

Category 

Length  x 

Width  x  Depth 
(Ft) 

Fill  Description 

Contents 

Cultural 

Affiliation 

Remarks 

1 

545810 
Level  3 

Small  Baa  in 

1.5x1. 4x0. 6 

Dark  Brown  Sandy 
Loam 

Ceramics,  Llthlcs, 
Charcoal 

Hlssl88lpplan 

Disturbed  by  vandals 

2 

545R10 
Level  3 

Indeterminate 

-x  -xl.O 

Xediua  Brown 

Sandy  Loam 

Ceramics,  Llthlcs, 
Shell,  Charcoal 

Misslasippian 

In  profile  545  Line 

3 

520 RIO 
Level  3 

Large  Baain 

6.9x6. 3x0.4 

Black  Sandy  Loan 

Ceramics,  Llthlcs 
Shell,  Charcoal 

Houndvllle  II- 
Noundvllle  III 
Subphase 

Intruded  by  Feature  4  (Dog  Burial) 
on  north  aide 

4 

520K10 
Level  3 

Small  Basin 

1.5x1. 4x0. 4 

Light  Brown 

Hot  tied  Sand 

Ceramics,  Llthlcs, 
Shell,  Bone 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

Contained  Dog  Burial 

3 

510L105 
Level  2 

Fire  Cracked 
Chert  Concen¬ 
tration 

2. 5x1. 6x0. 3 

Dark  Brown 

Sandy  Loam 

Llthlcs 

jUmduraimad 

Probable  thermal 
treating  facility 

6 

Strip  2 

Structure 

22x17x1.0 

Dark  Brown  Sand 
with  Daub 

Daub,  Ceramics, 
Llthlcs,  Shell. 
Bone,  Charcoal 

Houndvllle  III 
Subphase 

Single  post  wattle  and  daub 
construction,  See  Structure  l 
description 

7 

520L70  f 
Level  2 

Indeterminate 

1.8x  -xl.6 

Dark  Brown 

Sandy  Loam 

Ceramtcs,  Llthlcs, 
Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

Pit  had  an  oval  orifice,  ins  lop¬ 
ing  sides  and  rounded  bottom 

8 

585L50 
Level  2 

Indeterminate 

-xl .6x1 .6 

Dark  Brown  Sandy 

Loam 

Ceramics,  Llthlcs, 
Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

In  profile 

9 

Strip  3 

Rectangular 

Basin 

6. 3x2. 7x0.6 

Black  Silt  Loan 

Ceramics,  Llthlcs, 
Shell 

Moundvlllfc  I 1- 
Koundvl 1 la  III 
Subphase 

Contained  Burial  2 

10 

Strip  3 

Large  Basin 

3. 2x2. 4x0. 3 

Black  Sandy  Loam 

Ceramics,  Llthlcs, 
Shell 

Moundvllle  l 
Subphase 

Contained  Burial  3 

11 

Strip  3 

Indeterminate 

4.2xl.7x  - 

Black  Sandy  Loam 

Shell,  Llthlcs 

Umftmtarmlned 

Contained  Burial  4 

12 

Strip  3 

Indeterminate 

*.ixl.7x  - 

Dark  Brown  SiU 
Loam 

Ceramics,  Llthlcs, 
Shell 

Moundvllle  III 
Subphase 

Contained  Burial  5 

13 

Strip  3 

Indeterminate 

l. 1x0. 5x0. 6 

Black  Sandy  Loam 

Ceramics,  Llthlcs, 
Shell 

Hisaisslpplan 

Contained  Burial  6 

14 

Strip  3 

Corn  Cob 

Filled  Pit 

0.8x0. 8x0. 2 

Hedlum  Brown 

Sandy  Loam 

Undetermined 

13 

Strip  3 

Rectangular 

Basin 

5. 3x2. 2x0. 8 

Dark  Brown  Sandy 
Loan  and  Yel low 
Clay  Loam 

Ceramics,  Llthlcs 
Shell 

Houndvllle  II- 
Moundvllle  III 
Subphase 

Contained  Burial  1 1 

16 

Strip  3 

Indeterminate 

3. 1x2. 2x0. 2 

Dark  Brown  Sandy 

Loam 

Ceramics,  Llthlcs, 
Shell 

Gainesville  Sub¬ 
phase,  possibly 
Houndvllle  I 
Subphase 

Contained  Burial  12 

17 

strip  3 

Small  Basin 

3. 0x2. 0x0. 2 

Black  Silt  Loam 

Ceramics,  Llthlcs 
Shell 

Cofferdam- 
Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

Contained  Burial  13 

18 

Strip  3 

Straight 

Cylindrical 

3. 8x2. 3x1.1 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam 

Ceramics,  Llthlcs, 
Shell 

Houndvllle  II- 
Moundvllle  III 
Phase 

19 

Strip  3 

Rectangular 

Basin 

4. 1x1. 7x0. 2 

Dark  Brown  Sandy 

Loam 

Ceramics,  Llthlcs, 
Shall 

Mlssls8lppian 

Contained  Burial  10 

20 

Strip  3 

Rectangular 

Basin 

4. 2x1. 2x0. 5 

Dark  Brown  Sandy 
Loam 

Ceramics,  Llthlcs, 
Shell 

Moundvllle  l 

Phase 

Contained  Burial  14 

21 

Strip  3 

Indeterminate 

1.5x1. 1x0.1 

Dark  Brown  Sandy 
Loam 

Ceramics,  Llthlcs, 
Shall 

Undetermined 

Contained  Burial  7 

22 

Strip  3 

Rectangular 

Basin 

4. 4x3. 9x1.0 

Dark  Brown  Sandy 
Loan  Mottled  with 
Yellow  Sand 

Ceramics,  Llthlcs, 
Shell 

Gainesville  Sub-  Contained  Burial  21 
phase,  possibly 

Moundvllle  I  Phase 

-  •  Unmeasurable 


Table  9.  Site  1P133  Feature  Tabulation  (Continued) 


Feature 

Number 

Locat ion 

Feature 

Category 

Length  x 

Width  x  Depth 
(Ft) 

Fill  Description 

Contents 

Cultural 

Affiliation 

Remarks 

21 

Strip  3 

Indeterminate 

2.1x1. 1x0.1 

Dark  Brown  Sandy 

Loam 

lithtcs 

Undetermined 

24 

Strip  3 

Urge  Basin 

5. 4x3. 3x1. 4 

Dark  Brown  Silt 
Loam 

Ceramics,  Lithlcs, 
Shell 

Mound vi lie  I- 
Kouodvllle  If 
Subphaae 

Contained  Burial  23 

25 

Strip  3 

Rectangular 

Bas  in 

5. 6x1. 7x0. 4 

Dark  Brown  Silt 
Loam 

Ceramics,  Lithlcs, 
Shell 

Miss  Isa  Ip plan 

Contained  Burial  9 

2b 

Strip  3 

Snail  Banin 

1.8x1. 8x0. 6 

Dark  Broun  Sandy 
Loam 

Ceramics,  Lithlcs, 
Shell 

Gainesville  Sub¬ 
phase  or  Missls- 
slpplaa 

27 

Strip  3 

Tree  Root 

2. 2x2. 2x6.0 

Black  Sandy  Loam 

Ceramics,  Lithlcs, 
Shell 

Natural 

28 

Strip  3 

Indeterminate 

1.9X1 .4X1.8 

Dark  Brown  Sandy 

Loam 

Ceramics,  Lithlcs, 
Shell 

Gainesville  Sub¬ 
phase  or  Mlssls- 
sipplan 

Base  of  oval  pit  was  stepped, 
possible  basin  setting  for 
post 

29 

Strip  3 

Post  Hole 

1.5x1. 3x1. 5 

Dark  Brown  Sandy 
Loam 

Ceramics 

Gainesville  Sub¬ 
phase  or  Missis- 
slpplan 

Large  post  hole 

JO 

Strip  3 

Small  Banin 

1.9x1. 8x0. 9 

Dark  Brown  Silt 
Loam 

Ceramics,  Lithlcs, 
Shell 

Cofferdam- 
Catfish  Blend 
Subphase 

Contained  Burial  22 

31 

Strip  3 

Rectangular 

Ban  in 

5. 1x3. 2x0. 8 

Dark  Brown  Sandy 
Loam 

Daub,  Ceramics, 
Lithtcs,  Shell 

Moundvlile  II 
Phase 

Contained  Burial  24 

32 

Strip  3 

Stna  1 1  Ban  in 

2. 4x2. 3x1.1 

Dark  Brownish- 
Black  Sandy  Loam 

Ceramics,  Lithlcs, 
Shell 

Mississlppian 

JJ 

Strip  3 

Indeterminate 

2. 7x1. 9x0. 6 

Dark  Brown  Sandy 

Loam 

Lithlcs,  Shell 

Dndatarmimad 

Pit  had  oval,  sloping  walls 

and  depression  on  bottom,  possible 

basin  setting  for  posts 

34 

Strip  3 

Indeterminate 

2. 3x1. 5x1. 2 

Dark  Brown  Sandy 
Loam 

Ceramics,  Lithlcs, 
Shell 

Mlssisslpplan 

Oval  orifice,  straight  to  sloping 
sides  and  a  rounded  stepped  bottom 

3* 

Strip  3 

Rectangular 

Basin 

5.1x1. 8x0. 5 

Dark  Brown  Sandy 
Loam 

Daub,  Ceramics, 
Lithlcs,  Shell 

Moundvlile  I- 
MoundvlLLe  II 
Subphase 

Contained  Burial  25 

3b 

Strip  3 

Rectangular 

Baa  in 

2. 5x1. 3x0. 2 

Dark  Brown  Sandy 
Loam 

Ceramics,  Lithlcs, 
Shell 

Mlssisslpplan 

Contained  Burial  26 

37 

Strip  3 

Small  Basin 

1.7x1 .5x0.3 

Dark  Brown  Sandy 

Loam 

Ceramics,  Lithlcs 
Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

38 

Strip  3 

Post  Hole 

1.9x1. 7x1. 3 

Black  Sandy  Loam 

Ceramics,  Lithtcs, 
Shell 

Mlssisslpplan 

Large  post  hole  with  a  stepped 
bottom 

3*3 

Strip  3 

Corn  Cob 

Filled  Pit 

l. 0x0. 9x0. 7 

Black  Sandy  Loam 

Ceramics,  Lithlcs 

Unde te raised 

Similar  to  Binford's 
"smudge  pit" 

40 

Strip  3 

Post  Hole 

2.1x1. 3x1. 5 

Dark  Brown  to 
Black  Sandy  Loam 

Ceramics,  Lithlcs 

Gainesville  Sub¬ 
phase  or  Missls- 
slpplan 

Large  post  hole  with  e  stepped 
bottom 

41 

Strip  3 

Rectangular 

Baa  in 

7. 7x3. 9x2.1 

Dark  Brown  Sandy 
Loam  Mottled  with 
much  orange  allt 
loam 

Ceramics,  Lithlcs 

Moundvlile  I 
Subphsse 

Contained  Burial  19 

42 

Strip  3 

Rectangular 

Basin 

8. 8x3. 8x1. 5 

Lenses  of  Black 
Sandy  Loam  mixed 
with  Yallow  Sand 

Daub,  Ceramics, 
Lithlcs,  Shell 

Moundvlile  II 
Subphase 

Contained  Burial  15 

43 

Strip  3 

Rectangular 

Bas  In 

8. 8x2. 5x1. 5 

Dark  Brown  to 
Black  Sandy  Loam 
Mott  led  with 

Daub,  Ceramics, 
Lithlcs,  Shell 

Moundvlile  I 
Subphase 

Contained  Burial  27 

Table  9.  Site  1P133  Feature  Tabulation  (Continued) 


Feature 

Number 

Local  Lon 

Feature 

Category 

Length  x 

Width  x  Depth 
(Ft) 

Fill  Description 

Contents 

Cultura  l 
Affiliation 

Remarks 

, 

Strip  3 

Rectangular 

Basin 

6.6x2. 3x1.2 

Dark  Brown  to 

Black  Sandy  Loam 

Ceramics.  Llthics, 
She  it 

Mound vl  lie  1- 
MoimJvl  lie  II 
Subphase 

Contained 

Burial  16 

43 

Strip  V 3 

Ree  languid'' 
Basin 

6. 2x3. 0x0. 7 

Black  Sandy  Loan 
Layered  Over 
Orange  Silt  Loam 

Ceramics,  Llthics, 
She  1  1 

Moundville  l 
Subphase 

Contained 

Buriat  17 

4b 

Strip  i 

Kec  t  angu la  r 
Basin 

6. 9x3. 8x1. 6 

Dark  Brown  Sandy 
Loam  Mottled  with 
Orange  Silt  Loam 

Ceramics,  Llthics 
Shell 

Moundville  1 
Subphase 

Contained 

Burial  18 

47 

Strip  3 

Large  Basin 

3.3x3. 1x0.8 

Brownish-Black 
Sandy  Loam 

Ceramics,  Llthics, 
Shell 

Ca inesvi 1 le 
Subphu=>o 

4<3 

Strip  3 

Rectangular 

Bas  in 

8. 3x3. 6x1. 3 

Dark  Brown  Sandy 
Loam  Mottled  with 
Orange  Silt  Loam 

Ceramics,  Llthics, 
Shell 

Mound v  l  lie  l 
Suhphuse 

Contained 

201) 

Burials  20A,  20B,  20C. 

49 

Strip  3 

Rectangular 

Basin 

8.6x3.4x 1 .0 

Dark  Brown  to 
Black  Sandy  Loam 

Ceramics,  Lithlcs, 
Shell 

Moundvl lie  1 
Subphase 

Contained 

Burials  28 A,  28B 

30 

Strip  3 

Rectangular 

Basin 

3. 4x3. 4x1 .6 

Dark  Brown  Sandy 
Loam  Mottled  with 
Orange  Silt  Loam 

Ceramics,  Llthics, 
Shell 

Moundvi lie  1 

Sub phase 

Contained 

Burial  29 

31 

Strip  i 

Straight 

Cylindrical 

3.6x4. 7x4.  1 

Dark  Broun  Sandy 
Loam  with  Lenses 
of  Ash 

Ceramics,  Llthics, 
Shel l ,  Bone , 
Charcoal 

Ga  inesvi 1 le 
Subphase 

3  2 

Strip  3 

Rectangular 

Basin 

6.  3x  3.  3x1 .8 

Yellow  to  Orange 
Silt  Loam  Mottled 
wit  i  Dark  Brown 
Sandy  Loam 

Ceramics,  Llthics, 
Shell 

Moundvl l le  I 
Subphase 

Contained 

Burial  3D 

3  J 

Strip  3 

Soui  1 1  Bas  in 

3.0x2. 3x0.6 

Dark  Brown  Sandy 
Loam 

Ceramics,  Llthics, 
Shell,  Charcoal 

IM.unli.il 

3* 

Strip  3 

Large  Basin 

3.6x2 .9x0.6 

Hrownisli-Black 
Sandy  Loom 

Ceramics,  Lithlcs, 
Shell 

Moundvl 1 le  1 
Subphase 

Contained 

Burial  31 

.3 

Strip  i 

Rectangular 

Basin 

3.6x1 .9x0.4 

Dark  Brown  Sandv 
Loam 

Ceramics,  Llthics, 
She  i  l 

Catfish  Bend 
Subph.ise 

Contained 

Burial  32 

3b 

Strip  J 

Rectangular 

Basin 

•>  .0x2 .6x1.2 

Dark  Brown  Sandy 
Loan 

Ceramics,  Lithlcs, 
Shel  l 

Gainesville  Sub-  Contained 
phase  or  Mound- 
vllle  II  Subphase 

Burial  33 

j ; 

strip  1 

Rectangular 

Bas  in 

6. 1x3. 3x1. 3 

Dark  Brown  Sandy 
Loam  Mottled  with 
Orange  Silt  Loam 

Daub,  Ceramics 
Lithlcs,  Shell 

Moundville  l 
Phase 

Contained 

Burial  34 

38 

birip  3 

Small  Basin 

2.2x1 .7x0.8 

Medium  to  Light 
Brown  Sandy  Loam 

Lithlcs,  Shell 

Undetermined 

39 

Strip  1 

Inde  termlna  te 

1.8x2. 9x1 .8 

Orange  Silt  Loam 
Mottled  with  Dark 
Brown  Sandy  Loam 

Ceramics,  Lithlcs, 
Shell,  Charcoal 

Moundvi l le  [ 
Subphase 

Contained  Burial  33.  Pit  had  an 
oval  orifice,  slightly  helled 
sides  and  a  flat  bottom 

60 

Strip  i 

Rectangular 

Basin 

1.  1x1 .8x1.0 

Dark  Brown  Sandy 
Loam  Mottled  with 
Orange  Silt  Loam 

Ceramics,  Llthics 

Moundvi 1 le  I 
Subphase 

Contained 

Burial  36 

6l 

Strip  3 

Single  Post 

Circular 

Structure 

14.0x12.6x0.3 

Dark  Brown  to 
Black  Sandy  Loam 
With  Heavy  Daub 

Daub,  Ceramics, 
Llthics,  Shell, 
Bone,  Charcoal 

Late 

Mlssiss ippian 

See  St  rue 

ture  2  description 

Unmeasurable 


Figure  59.  Site  1P133,  Burial  15,  Moundville  II  Subphase, 
and  Burial  27,  Moundville  I  Subphase. 


60.  Site  lPi33,  Burial  35. 
Moundville  I  Subphase. 


Figure  61.  Site  lPi33,  Burial  29 
Moundville  I  Subphase 


Site  1Pi33 

Structure  1,  Feature  6 


|g|  Ceramic  Concentration 


Feature 
HH  Carbon 


Figure  64. 


Figure  63.  Site  lPi33,  Feature  5. 

Fire  Cracked  Chert  Concen¬ 
tration.  Cultural  Affiliation 
Undetermined. 
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Table  10.  Site  1P133  Structure  1,  Feature  6:  Summary  Statistics. 


Summary  Statistics; 

1.  Max.  Length  19.1  ft 

2.  Max.  Width  17.2  ft 

3.  Floor  Area  254.3  ft2 

4.  Basin  Depth  - 

5.  Structure  Orientation  - 

6.  Mean  Post  Diameter, 

Outer  Circle  0.59  ft 


Phase ;  Moundville  III  Subphase. 


Attribute 


ABCDEFGHIJKLMNO 


Shape: 


Ro 


7.  Mean  Post  Diameter, 

Inner  Circle  1.1  ft 

8.  Mean  Post  Diameter 

9.  Mean  Post  Depth, 

Outer  Circle  0.56  ft 

10.  Mean  Post  Depth, 

Inner  Circle  1.25  ft 

11.  Mean  Post  Depth  - 

12.  Mean  Distance  Between  Exterior- 

Interior  Wall  Posts  0.72  ft. 
Interior  Posts  1.1  ft 


Attribute 

A.  Single  Post 

B.  Basin,  Interior  Single  Post 

C.  Basin,  Interior  Single  Post, 

Wall  Trench 

D.  Basin,  Exterior  Post 

E.  Basin,  Wall  Trench,  Wattle  and 


F.  Single  Post,  Wattle  and 

Daub 

G.  Wall  Trench,  Wattle  and  Daub 

H.  Single  Post,  Wall  Trench, 

Wattle  and  Daub 

I.  Hearth/Oven 

J.  Intrastructure  Feature(s) 

K.  Extrastructure  Feature(s) 

L.  Intrastructure/Extra  Struc¬ 

ture  Features (s) 

M.  Intrastructure  Partitioning 

N.  Intrastructure  Support 

Post(s) 

O.  Doorway/ Portico 


*  X  specifies  relevant  attributes  listed  in  right  hand  column. 
-  -  Unmeasurable 


Table  11.  Site  1P133  Structure  2,  Feature  61:  Summary  Statistics. 


< 

— 

— 

’ 

Phase:  Houndville  1  Subphase. 

i 

* 

Attribute 

ABODE 

F 

G 

HIJKLMNO 

Shape : 

Round 

- 

Oval 

X 

X 

l 

Rectangular 

•  - 

Summary  Statistics: 

Ik 

Attribute 

4. 

1. 

Max.  Length  13.5 

A. 

Single  Post 

1 

2. 

Max.  Width  12.8 

B. 

Basin,  Interior  Single  Post 

8 

3. 

Floor  Area  176.62  ft^ 

• 

C. 

Basin,  Interior  Single  Post, 

4. 

Basin  Depth 

Wall  Trench 

5. 

Structure  Orientation 

D. 

Basin,  Exterior  Post 

6. 

Mean  Post  Diameter, 

E. 

Basin,  Wall  Trench,  Wattle  and 

Long  Axis 

Daub 

V  * 

7. 

Mean  Post  Diameter 

F. 

Single  Post,  Wattle  and 

i, 

Short  Axis 

Daub 

I 

8. 

Mean  Post  Diameter  0.55  ft 

G. 

Wall  Trench,  Wattle  and  Daub 

i  - 

9. 

Mean  Post  Depth, 

H. 

Single  Post,  Wall  Trench, 

Long  Axis 

Wattle  and  Daub 

-■4 

10. 

Mean  Post  Depth, 

I. 

Hearth/Oven 

Short  Axis 

J. 

Intrastructure  Feature(s) 

11. 

Mean  Post  Depth  0.58  ft 

K. 

Extrastructure  Feature(s) 

12. 

Mean  Distance  Between  Exterior 

L. 

Intrastructure/Extra  struc- 

4 

Wall  Posts  1.28  ft 

ture  Features (s) 

M. 

Intrastructure  Partitioning 

N. 

Intrastructure  Support 

| 

Post(s) 

0. 

Doorway/ Port ico 

*  X  specifies  relevant  attributes  listed  in  right  hand  column. 
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Summary  statistics  and  attributes  for  this  structure  are  listed  in 
Table  10. 


Structure  2,  Feature  61 

Structure  2,  Feature  61,  was  an  oval  structure  of  single  post  con¬ 
struction  (Fig.  52).  At  least  41  posts  supported  the  outer  wall  of  this 
structure.  No  interior  posts  were  present.  The  mean  post  diameter  was 
0.55  ft  (16.8  cm)  and  the  mean  post  depth  was  0.58  ft  (17.7  cm).  The 
posts  were  somewhat  smaller  than  those  of  Structure  1.  A  dense  0.4  ft 
(13.0  cm)  thick  daub  concentration  approximately  the  same  diameter  as  the 
post  pattern  was  found  slightly  off  center  on  the  south  side  of  the  post 
pattern.  The  location  of  the  daub  concentration  probably  indicates  the 
direction  the  structure  fell  when  it  collapsed. 

The  floor  area  of  this  structure  was  cross  sectioned  concurrently 
with  grading  of  Recovery  Strip  3.  No  prepared  floor  could  be  defined, 
probably  because  it  had  been  destroyed  by  aboriginal  burial  pit  excava¬ 
tions  with  no  subsequent  occupation  of  the  structure.  A  flat  floor  area, 
indicated  by  the  well  defined  contact  line  of  daub  over  Zone  B  was,  how¬ 
ever,  defined.  Immediately  below  this  daub.  Features  48,  49  and  60  con¬ 
tained  high  status  Burials  20A,  20B,  20C,  20D,  28A,  28B,  and  36.  Ceramic 
evidence  indicates  that  these  were  among  the  first  burials  interred  in  the 
planned  cemetery  during  the  Moundville  1  subphase.  Summary  statistics  and 
attributes  for  this  structure  are  listed  in  Table  11. 


INTERNAL  SITE  COMPOSITION 
Stratigraphy 

The  stratigraphic  sequence  at  Site  lPi33  was  fairly  homogenous 
throughout  the  midden  area.  The  same  zones,  with  some  morphological 
variation,  extended  beyond  the  midden.  Four  zones  were  recognized.  These 
zones  are  described  below  and  are  illustrated  in  Figure  68. 

Zone  A.  Zone  A  was  a  grayish  brown  sandy  loam  containing  a  sparse 
amount  of  crushed  mussel  shells.  It  partially  conformed  to  a  shallow 
plowzone  but  was  formed  primarily  by  alluvial  deposition.  The  plowzone 
was  not  visible  in  all  places  and  was  poorly  formed.  Within  the  midden. 
Zone  A  was  slightly  darker  and  contained  more  artifactual  debris  than  Zone 
A  outside  of  the  midden  area.  Zone  A  averaged  0.8  ft  (24.4  cm)  thick. 

Zone  B.  Within  the  midden.  Zone  B  was  a  brownish  black  sandy  loam 
containing  numerous  whole  and  crushed  mussel  shells.  Artifactual  debris 
was  more  dense  here  than  within  Zone  A.  Outside  the  midden.  Zone  B  graded 
into  a  light  brown  sand  containing  almost  no  mussel  shell  and  few  ar¬ 
tifacts.  Within  the  midden,  this  zone  averaged  1.0  ft  (30.5  cm)  in  thick¬ 
ness.  Outside  the  midden.  Zone  B  averaged  0.5  ft  (15.2  cm)  in  thickness. 

Zone  C.  Zone  C  was  a  yellowish  orange  to  brownish  orange  silt  loam 
extending  beneath  Zone  B  within  the  midden  only.  Zone  C  averaged  1.3  ft 
(39.6  cm)  in  thickness. 
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Figure  68 


Zone  D.  Within  the  midden  Zone  D  was  a  yellowish  orange  sandy  clay 
or  sandy  loam  containing  much  less  clay  than  Zone  C.  A  dark  brown  sandy 
clay  underlying  Zone  B  outside  the  midden  corresponded  to  this  zone.  All 
strata  outside  of  the  midden,  however,  contained  less  clay.  Within  the 
midden,  Zone  D  was  encountered  at  a  depth  of  approximately' 3  ft  (0.9  m), 
but  outside  the  midden,  Zone  D  was  encountered  at  a  depth  of  1.4  ft  (0.4 
m)  because  Zone  C  was  not  present. 


Cultural  Stratigraphy 

Zone  A  was  formed  primarily  by  alluviation.  Its  development,  how¬ 
ever,  was  supplemented  by  human  activity.  In  areas  with  little  distur¬ 
bance  and  little  cultural  activity,  shell  tempered  pottery  was  concen¬ 
trated  within  Zone  A.  All  Mississippian  houses  were  either  at  the  base 
of,  or  within.  Zone  A.  Zone  B  contained  primarily  Miller  III  artifacts, 
but  some  Mississippian  artifacts  were  also  present.  Archaic  artifacts 
were  scattered  throughout  Zones  A  and  B.  Zone  B  was  formed  primarily  by 
human  activity  but  alluviation  supplemented  its  accumulation,  especially 
outside  the  midden  area.  Zone  B  was  the  most  dense  zone  and  formed  a 
pronounced  midden  wherever  it  was  underlain  by  the  silt  loam  of  Zone  C. 
Within  the  midden.  Zone  B  contained  a  large  amount  of  shellfish,  pottery, 
lithics,  animal  bone  and  charcoal.  Numerous  features  also  intruded  into 
Zone  C  from  Zone  B.  The  contrasting  soil  color  and  texture  of  these  two 
zones  made  the  definitions  of  features  fairly  easy.  Outside  or  north  of 
the  midden  within  Zone  B,  artifacts  were  sparse  and  no  features  were 
found. 


Natural  Stratigraphy 

Zones  C  and  D  were  composed  of  varying  amounts  of  sterile  silt  loam. 
These  zones  were  the  product  of  terrace  formation  and  alluviation. 


Horizontal  Distribution  of  Components 

The  designation  Site  1P133  was  assigned  by  Jenkins  et  al.  (1975)  to  a 
large  concentration  of  midden  debris.  The  known  horizontal  distribution 
of  components  at  Site  1P133  are  discussed  in  this  section  in  relation  to 
the  remainder  of  the  river  bend  sites,  Sites  lPill,  1P112,  1P113  (Jenkins 
et  al.  1975)  and  1P185  (Jenkins  1978)  to  examine  the  land  use  of  the 
entire  bend  and  the  prehistoric  development  of  Site  1P133. 


Early,  Middle,  and  Late  Archaic  Periods 

Evidence  of  occupation  during  the  Archaic  stage  is  sparse  at  Site 
1P133.  A  single  example  of  a  Hardaway  var.  River  Bend  was  recovered  from 
the  surface. 

Archaic  occupation  at  Site  1P133  was  most  pronounced  during  the  Late 
Archaic  period  indicated  by  the  presence  of  Little  Bear  Creek  var.  Little 
Bear  Creek  and  Gary  var.  Tombigbee  projectile  points.  A  Mclntire  var. 
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Mclntire  projectile  point  made  of  Tallahatta  quartzite  was  found  in  direct 
association  with  a  Mississippian  burial,  probably  the  result  of  curate 
behavior.  It  is  not  known  if  the  projectile  point  was  procured  at  this 
site  or  some  other  locality.  A  single  example  of  a  Wade  var.  Wade  pro¬ 
jectile  point  was  found,  indicating  that  a  terminal  Archaic  occupation  was 
present. 

No  definite  patterned  Archaic  components  could  be  determined.  Be¬ 
cause  the  lower  strata  were  incompletely  sampled,  little  can  be  said  about 
the  horizontal  distribution  of  the  Archaic  components.  Further  testing  at 
this  locality  by  the  University  of  Michigan  (Peebles  1981)  may  shed  more 
light  on  this  matter. 


Middle  Gulf  Formational  Period 


During  the  Broken  Pumpkin  Creek  phase  of  the  Middle  Gulf  Formational 
period,  occupations  within  the  bend  were  scattered  and  brief.  Only  a  few 
fiber  tempered  sherds  and  projectile  points  diagnostic  of  this  phase  were 
found  at  Site  lPi33  this  season.  Other  similar  artifacts  were  found  at 
Site  lPil3  (Jenkins  1975). 

Late  Gulf  Formational  Period 


The  Late  Gulf  Formational  Henson  Springs  phase  occupation  was  sparse 
as  were  the  earlier  components.  Only  one  Alexander  sherd  was  recovered 
from  Site  lPi33.  One  Alexander  sherd  was  recovered  from  Site  1P112, 
directly  across  the  bend  (Jenkins  1975). 


Late  Woodland  Period 


No  significant  occupations  were  determined  within  the  bend  before  the 
Late  Vienna  subphase  of  the  Miller  III  phase.  At  that  time  the  first  true 
middens  were  formed.  The  most  significant  or  largest  midden  of  the  Late 
Vienna  subphase  was  at  Site  lPil3  (Jenkins  1975).  Smaller  components  also 
were  found  at  1P112  (Jenkins  1975)  and  at  Site  lPi33.  These  middens  seem 
to  have  been  separate  sites.  Only  a  very  small  amount  of  artif actual 
debris  was  scattered  between  them  during  this  subphase. 

Occupation  of  the  river  bend  continued  during  the  Catfish  Bend  and 
Gainesville  subphases.  Components  of  these  subphases  are  virtually  con¬ 
fined  to  the  lPi33  midden.  There  is,  however,  a  light  scattering  of 
ceramics  from  these  subphases  over  much  of  the  bend. 


Early,  Middle  and  Late  Mississippian  Periods 

Occupations  during  the  Moundville  I  and  II  subphases  of  the  Early  and 
Middle  Mississippian  periods  are  not  well  documented  within  the  river 
bend.  The  best  documentation  for  these  occupations  is  the  planned  ceme¬ 
tery  located  at  Site  1P133.  This  cemetery  was  first  used  during  the 
Moundville  I  subphase  and  continued  to  be  used  through  the  Moundville  III 
subphase.  At  the  time  of  this  writing,  no  definite  habitation  area  has 
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been  found  for  the  Moundville  I  and  Moundville  II  components.  By  far  the 
largest  component  within  the  bend  was  during  the  Late  Mississippian  Mound¬ 
ville  III  subphase.  Houses  and  occupational  debris  were  distributed  over 
all  of  the  bend.  The  Summerville  mound.  Site  lPi85,  also  may  have  been 
constructed  during  the  Moundville  III  subphase.  For  this  period  the 
entire  bend  can  be  considered  as  one  large  complex  site. 


SUMMARY 

Site  Formation  Process 

Clearly  the  sites  within  the  bend  of  the  river,  an  area  to  xe  bi¬ 
sected  by  the  Lubbub  Creek  Cutoff,  represent  numerous  occupations  ^r  a 
long  period  of  time.  Most  of  the  bend  was  probably  formed  dui  >  the 
Pleistocene.  However,  alluviation  continued  through  the  Holocene  the 
present.  There  was  very  little  human  activity  within  the  bend  dui  the 
Archaic  or  Gulf  Formational  stages. 

The  first  substantial  occupations  within  the  bend  were  dur^..6  the 
Late  Vienna  subphase  of  the  Late  Woodland  period.  At  that  time  the  larg¬ 
est  component  was  at  Site  !Pil3,  with  smaller  components  at  Sites  lPi33 
and  1PI12.  These  middens  were  fairly  well  isolated  from  one  another  with 
only  sparse  artifact  scatter  between  them. 

Occupation  continued  during  the  Catfish  Bend  and  Gainesville  sub¬ 
phases.  It  was  during  these  subphases  that  most  of  the  midden  at  Site 
1P133  accumulated.  At  this  time  much  of  the  remaining  portion  of  the  bend 
was  sparsely  occupied. 

During  the  Mississippian  stage  occupation  extended  over  the  entire 
bend.  The  major  occupation  was  during  the  Moundville  III  subphase.  At 
this  time,  houses  may  have  been  scattered  over  much  of  the  bend  with  Site 
lPi85,  Summerville  mound,  dominating  the  landscape.  During  the  Moundville 
I  subphase  a  planned  cemetery  was  begun  in  the  Miller  III  midden  of  Site 
lPi33.  This  cemetery  was  used  continuously  until  the  Moundville  III  sub¬ 
phase. 

By  A.D.  1500  the  bend  would  have  appeared  as  a  complex  of  huts  on  a 
broad  plain  dominated  by  Summerville  mound  which  was  approximately  11  ft 
high.  Work  conducted  by  the  University  of  Michigan  (Peebles  1981)  sug¬ 
gests  that  there  were  probably  two  concentric  circular  ditches  around  the 
mound.  At  this  time  the  occupation  probably  encompassed  the  entire  bend 
and  covered  the  earlier  Woodland  components.  This  site  was  most  certainly 
the  major  village  in  the  valley  proper  of  the  Central  Tombigbee  region. 
Also,  at  that  time,  the  bend  extended  at  least  one  mile  (1.6  km)  further 
to  the  east.  The  present  river  channel  was  formed  in  the  first  half  of 
this  century  when  the  river  cut  through  the  low  area  just  east  of  Site 
1P113.  The  eastern  portion  of  the  bend,  at  maximum  elevation  117  ft  (35.7 
ra) ,  was  too  low  for  prolonged  occupation.  A  careful  reconnaissance  of 
that  area  revealed  no  artifacts. 


Figure  69. 


94 


CHAPTER  VII 


SITE  1P161 


SITE  SETTING 

Site  1P161  lies  some  300  ft  (91.4  m)  in  a  southerly  direction  from 
the  east  bank  of  the  Tombigbee  River.  It  is  situated  on  the  upper  terrace 
slightly  above  flood  stage,  25  ft  (7.6  m)  above  the  normal  river  level,  at 
river  mile  308.  The  legal  location  of  the  site  is  Township  24  North, 
Range  2  West,  in  the  southeast  quarter  of  the  southwest  quarter  of  Section 
21. 


Site  lPi61  is  located  on  the  first  terrace  and  is  separated  from  the 
Tombigbee  River  by  a  meander  scar  approximately  250  ft  (76.2  m)  wide.  It 
is  located  within  the  slope  forest  zone  (Caddell  1981). 

Site  lPi61  was  first  located  and  described  in  the  summer  of  1975 
(Jenkins  et  al.  1975).  The  site  at  that  time  was  a  dense  concentration  of 
shellfish  and  artifactual  material  approximately  200  ft  (61.0  m)  in  dia¬ 
meter. 

Excavation  revealed  that  the  midden  concentration  defined  as  Site 
lPi61  extended  from  the  terrace  edge  for  300  ft  (91.4  m)  in  a  southerly 
direction  and  approximately  300  ft  (91.4  m)  tangent  to  the  terrace  edge. 
The  raicrotopography  of  the  site  (Fig.  69)  shows  that  a  large,  flat  area 
with  a  maximum  range  in  elevation  of  less  than  2  ft  (0.6  m)  existed  on 
this  portion  of  the  terrace.  The  dense  midden  at  Site  1P161  consisted 
primarily  of  shellfish,  ceramics  and  lithics.  The  black  organically 
stained  midden  included  numerous  preserved  biotic  remains  other  than 
shellfish.  The  greatest  midden  accumulation  was  on  the  highest  portion 
of  the  site.  A  combination  of  recent  land  clearing  and  light  plowing 
produced  a  vegetational  cover  of  grasses  and  weeds  (Fig.  70).  That  por¬ 
tion  of  the  site  not  recently  cleared  was  in  a  thick  secondary  tree  growth 
of  large  pines  (Fig.  71). 

A  1916  soil  survey  map  indicates  that  the  site  rests  on  Cahaba  fine 
sandy  loam  (USDA  1917).  Although  the  midden  may  developed  on  a  fine  sandy 
loam,  the  underlying  soil  was  a  silt  or  clay  loam.  The  subsoil  on  the 
site  was  an  orange  yellow  brown  silt  which  conforms  closely  to  the  de¬ 
scription  of  Bibb  silt  loam  (USDA  1971).  Permeability  is  slow,  and  the 
lower  part  of  the  subsoil  is  waterlogged  during  the  spring  and  late  winter 
wet  seasons.  Soil  reaction  is  strongly  acidic  and  internal  drainage  is 
slow. 


FIELD  METHODS  AND  RECOVERY  TECHNIQUES 

Six  months  were  expended  excavating  Site  lPi6l.  In  compliance  with 
requests  from  the  Mobile  District  of  the  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers  and 
the  University's  proposed  plan  of  mitigation,  field  investigations  began 
September  16,  1976.  Before  the  site  could  be  reached  by  land,  a  road  had 
to  be  cut  two  miles  through  the  woods  with  a  bulldozer.  Excavations 
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continued  until  December  23,  1976,  at  which  time  the  site  was  continually 
rain  soaked  and  the  road  to  the  site  could  no  longer  be  maintained.  The 
crew  averaged  seven  people  during  that  time.  Excavations  resumed  again 
May  26,  1977  and  ended  October  4,  1977.  Excavations,  however,  were  halted 
during  one  month  of  this  latter  period  for  contract  renegotiations. 
During  the  1977  season  the  employment  of  six  CETA  workers  considerably 
strengthened  the  regular  four  man  crew  and  expedited  the  excavation  of 
this  site. 


Method  of  Excavation:  1976  Season 

Knowledge  of  Site  lPi61  as  excavations  began  in  September  1976  was 
limited  to  that  previously  discussed  by  Jenkins  et  al.  (1975).  No  con¬ 
trolled  testing  had  been  conducted  here.  In  accordance  with  contract 
requirements,  the  site  was  first  defined  through  shovel  tests  and  test 
units  (Fig.  72).  These  tests  showed  that  the  site  encompassed  an  area  of 
approximately  70,000  ft  square  or  1.6  acres  (6,475.2  ra  square).  The  area 
of  thickest  midden  accumulation  was  centered  around  Unit  500NW500NE, 
extending  radially  some  50  ft  (15.2  m) .  The  midden  accumulation  gradually 
thinned  out  toward  the  site  boundaries  (Fig.  74). 

The  site  was  gridded  by  using  two  base  lines  intersecting  at  the 
approximate  center  of  the  site.  A  large  oak  tree  located  on  the  terrace 
edge  was  designated  as  a  bench  mark.  The  grid  was  oriented  27  degrees  57 
minutes  west  of  magnetic  north.  Individual  square  designations  were 
determined  by  the  grid  lines  intersecting  at  the  upper  right  hand  corner 
of  each  square  facing  north-northwest. 

Five  10  ft  by  10  ft  (3.0  ra  by  3.0  m)  squares  were  excavated  at  Site 
1P161  (Fig.  69).  Two  were  located  contiguously  in  the  approximate  center 
of  the  site.  One  unit  was  excavated  90  ft  (27.4  m)  west  of  the  first  two 
and  another  unit  was  excavated  40  ft  (12.2  m)  east  of  the  center.  A  fifth 
unit  was  excavated  50  ft  (15.2  m)  south  of  the  two  central  units.  All 
test  units  were  excavated  to  the  base  of  the  midden.  Excavation  was  by 
arbitrary  0.5  ft  (15.2  cm)  levels  in  all  but  the  control  unit.  This  unit 
was  excavated  in  arbitrary  0.2  ft  (6.0  cm)  levels  to  recover  any  micro¬ 
stratigraphy  that  might  be  present  in  this  deepest  portion  of  the  site. 
All  soil  from  the  excavation  units  was  first  dry  screened  through  one- 
quarter  inch  mesh  motor  driven  power  screen  and  then  was  water  screened 
through  a  one-quarter  inch  mesh.  The  large  amount  of  artifacts  in  the 
midden,  as  well  as  its  texture,  made  this  the  most  expedient  method. 

After  the  excavation  and  recording  of  features  within  the  test  units, 
profile  drawings  were  made  and  used  to  plan  mechanical  stripping  opera¬ 
tions.  Profile  drawings  indicated  that  the  midden  extended  to  an  average 
depth  of  1.0  ft  (30.5  cm)  in  the  center  of  the  site,  tapering  to  less  than 
0.2  ft  (6.0  cm)  near  the  site  boundaries. 

Mechanical  stripping  operations  were  then  begun.  A  D-4  bulldozer  was 
used  to  remove  the  trees  from  the  site  (Figs.  71  and  73).  The  midden  was 
then  stripped  from  the  center  toward  the  edges  in  straight,  parallel  rows. 
As  a  burial  or  other  feature  was  encountered  in  the  midden,  an  excavation 


team  exposed,  numbered  and  recorded  it.  A  transit  teem  followed,  and 
plotted  the  feature  on  a  site  map  and,  if  feasible,  drew  and  photographed 
it.  If  the  feature  was  a  burial,  it  was  excavated  and  all  skeletal  ma¬ 
terials  were  placed  in  carefully  labeled  bags.  These  methods  were  used 
until  the  majority  of  the  midden  had  been  removed.  A  road  patrol  was  then 
used  to  remove  the  remaining  overburden  and  to  scrape  a  clean  surface 
(Fig.  73).  Because  of  adverse  weather,  it  was  necessary  to  grade  the  site 
on  three  separate  occasions  during  the  first  field  season.  All  pit  fea¬ 
tures  were  hand  excavated.  During  the  1976  season,  all  pit  features  were 
water  screened  through  a  one-quarter  inch  mesh.  Soil  was  watersoaked  in  a 
wheelbarrow  for  at  least  15  minutes  to  allow  it  to  pass  through  the 
screen.  One  gallon  soil  samples  for  flotation  and  pollen  samples  were 
saved  from  all  pit  features.  During  the  1977  season,  13  one  gallon  sam¬ 
ples  of  soil  from  nonburial  pit  features  that  had  no  discernable  intru¬ 
sions  were  also  water  screened  through  the  one-sixteenth  inch  mesh.  These 
samples  were  used  to  supplement  floral  remains  from  the  flotation  samples 
and  the  faunal  remains  from  the  larger  one-quarter  inch  mesh  water 
screened  samples. 

Four  semisubterranean  structures  were  found  on  the  site  (Figs. 
104-115).  Two  of  these  structures  were  located  adjacent  to  each  other 
near  the  southwestern  portion  of  the  site.  The  other  two  somewhat  smaller 
structures  were  located  near  the  northeastern  portion  of  the  site.  Exca¬ 
vation  procedures  involved  the  establishment  of  fine  horizontal  prove¬ 
nience  units  within  the  structure  limits  to  detect  any  specialized  acti¬ 
vity  areas  within  the  structures.  This  strategy  resulted  in  the  following 
field  procedures:  (1)  determination  of  the  structure  limits,  (2)  gridding 
the  horizontal  provenience  units,  and  (3)  excavation  of  structure  basin 
fills  to  sterile  subsoil.  The  structure  basin  fills  were  removed  in 
single  vertical  units  because  the  maximum  depth  of  any  basin  fill  was  0.4 
ft  (13.0  cm).  The  mean  for  all  basin  fills  was  0.2  ft  (6.0  cm).  All  fea¬ 
tures  and  post  holes  exposed  by  basin  fill  removal  were  excavated  and 
recorded  using  standard  procedures.  In  addition,  basin  fills  and  internal 
feature  fills  were  water  screened  through  both  one-quarter  inch  and  one- 
sixteenth  inch  mesh.  Soil  samples,  as  well  as  pollen  samples,  were  col¬ 
lected  from  each  structure. 


Method  of  Excavation:  1977  Season 

At  the  beginning  of  the  second  field  season  at  Site  lPi61  the  entire 
site  was  graded  again  with  a  road  patrol.  The  two  test  units  previously 
left  intact  from  the  first  field  season  were  removed.  At  the  time  of 
regrading,  it  was  not  anticipated  that  any  substantial  number  of  subsur¬ 
face  features  would  be  present.  However,  features  equal  in  quantity  to 
those  exposed  by  the  first  season's  gradings,  including  a  large  number  of 
post  holes,  were  uncovered  because  the  final  grading  was  0.2  ft  (6.0  cm) 
deeper  than  previous  gradings.  The  last  remnants  of  midden  were  removed, 
completely  exposing  the  bright  orange  subsoil  that  contrasted  sharply  with 
the  dark  shell-filled  features.  The  site  was  sectioned  into  50  ft  (15.2 
m)  square  units  using  the  original  base  lines  as  reference  markers.  Each 
50  ft  (15.2  m)  unit  was  shovel  shaved,  all  features  except  post  holes  were 
excavated,  and  features  were  mapped.  Features  were  excavated  in  the  same 
manner  as  the  1976  season.  This  method  insured  that  the  entire  area 
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exposed  by  mechanical  stripping  operations  would  be  systematically  exca¬ 
vated.  This  area  amounted  to  some  60,000  ft  square  (5,576.2  m  square). 

After  most  of  the  50  ft  (15.2  m)  units  had  been  treated  in  this 
manner,  an  open  sight  alidade  was  positioned  on  a  plane  table  in  the  ap¬ 
proximate  center  of  each  unit.  Using  the  four  corner  stakes  of  each  unit 
as  reference  markers,  the  post  holes  were  mapped,  assigned  consecutive 
numbers  and  tagged.  After  all  post  holes  had  been  mapped  and  surface 
discolorations  measured,  a  ten  percent  sample  drawn  from  a  table  of  random 
numbers  and  stratified  by  post  hole  size  was  selected  to  be  cross  sec¬ 
tioned  and  excavated.  In  this  manner  a  stratified  random  sample  was 
obtained  from  the  universe  of  over  2,000  post  holes. 

All  post  holes,  burials  and  other  features  were  recorded  on  the 
appropriate  forms  during  both  field  seasons.  In  addition,  field  photo¬ 
graphs  were  taken  of  most  features.  Plan  and  cross  section  drawings  were 
made  of  each  pit  feature.  All  burials  (except  portions  of  those  hit  by 
machinery)  were  carefully  exposed,  drawn  and  photographed. 

Burials  were  usually  given  feature  as  well  as  burial  numbers.  The 
burial  number  referred  to  the  human  skeleton  and  direct  associations.  The 
feature  number  referred  to  the  pit  and  the  indirect  associations  or  the 
material  in  the  pit  fill.  Burials  without  well  defined  pits  were  not 
assigned  feature  numbers.  Usually  these  were  midden  burials  whose  pits 
did  not  penetrate  the  subsoil  or  burials  whose  pits  had  been  destroyed  by 
grading  activities. 


FEATURES 

A  total  of  2,464  features  was  recognized  at  Site  lPi61.  These  fea¬ 
tures  include  the  following  categories:  2,218  post  holes,  5  structures,  1 
corn  cob  filled  pit,  1  fired  clay  concentration,  3  sherd  concentrations,  3 
tree  roots  and  233  pits.  Post  holes  were  not  analyzed  because  of  limited 
time  and  money. 

Horizontal  distribution  of  features  by  cultural  affiliation  is  shown 
in  Table  12.  Feature  category,  location,  measurements,  contents,  cultural 
affiliation  and  general  remarks  are  presented  in  an  index  format  in 
Table  13. 

Selected  feature  cross  sections  and  other  illustrations  are  presented 
for  the  various  components  in  Figures  75  through  80.  A  representative 
sample  of  pit  features  associated  with  the  Late  Miller  II  Turkey  Paw 
subphase  occupation  of  the  site  is  shown  in  Figures  81  through  84.  A 
sample  of  Early  Miller  III  Vienna  subphase  facilities  is  illustrated  in 
Figures  85  through  90.  Finally,  a  sample  of  Late  and  terminal  Miller  III 
Catfish  Bend  and  Gainesville  subphase  burials  is  shown  in  Figures  91 
through  103. 

At  least  four  distinct  cemetery  areas  were  located  on  the  site.  Two 
of  these  belonged  to  the  Catfish  Bend  subphase  and  two  to  the  terminal 
Miller  III  Gainesville  subphase.  Burials  from  the  cemeteries  are  il¬ 
lustrated  along  with  other  features. 


Figure  74 
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Table  13.  Site  1P161  Feature  Tabulation. 


Feature 

Number 

Loca  t  Ion 

Feature  Length  x 

Category  Width  x  Depth 

(Ft) 

Fill  Description 

Content 

Cultural 

Affiliation 

Remarks 

1 

5 1UNW5  LONE 
Level  l 

Corn  Cob  1.1x1.0x0.15 

Filled  Pit 

Sparse  Husael  Shell, 
Black  Charcoal 

Pottery,  Charred  Corn 
Cobs,  Mussel  Shell 

Gainesville  Sub¬ 
phase  or  Mound- 
vllle  Phase 

See  Caddell  (Vol.  4) 

2 

5 10NU5  LONE 
Level  2 

Amorphous 

4. Ix2.9+x0.8 

Orange  Clay 

Mussel  Shell, 

Pottery,  Llthics 

Miller  III 

Phase 

Intruded  Into  profile 

J 

S00NU430NE 
Level  2 

Snail  Basin 

1.4x1. 4x0. 2 

Tightly  Compacted 
Shell  mixed  with 

Cray  Ash  4  Dark 

Brown  Silt  Loan 

Pottery,  Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 

Sub phase 

4 

500NW430NE 
Level  2 

Tree  Tap  Root 

1.65x1.45x2.2 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Sparse 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthics, 
Mussel  Shell,  Bone, 
Charcoal 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase? 

Appeared  similar  to  a 
large  conical  post  hole 

5 

500NW430NE 
Level  2 

Straight  2.9x2.9x1.25 

Cylindrical 

Numerous  Mussel 

Shell  mixed  with 

Dark  Brown  Slit  Loam 

Pottery,  Llthics, 
Mussel  Shell,  Bone, 
Charcoal 

Undetermlmmd 

Ceramics  lost 

6 

5UONU510NE 
Level  2 

Large  Baa  in 

4. 2x3. 7x1. 2 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Numerous 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthics, 
Mussel  Shell,  Bone 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

Contained  Burial  l 

7 

500NW5 10NE 
Level  2 

Large  Basin 

4. 1x3. 9x1. 4 

Brownish-Black  Silt 
Loam,  Numerous 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthics, 
Mussel  Shell,  Bone 

Gainesville 

Subphase 

Contained  Burial  2 

8 

500NW510NE 
Level  3 

Small  Basin 

1.9x  -x0 .  1 5 

Dark  Brown 

Silt  Loam,  Sparse 
Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Mussel 

Shell 

Catfish  Bend 

Sub phase 

Intruded  Into  profile 

9 

500NW5 10NE 
Level  3 

Small  Basin 

-x2. 25x0. 25 

Grayish-Brown  Silt 
Loam,  Sparse 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthics, 
Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

10 

500NW510NE 
Level  3 

Large  Basin 

3.15x  -x0.65 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam  Sparse  Mussel 
Shell 

Pottery,  Llthics, 
Mussel  Shell 

Catf ish  Bend 
Subphase 

11 

500NW510NE 
Level  3 

Small  Basin 

1.6x1.35x0.2 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Sparse  Mussel 
Shell 

Pottery,  Llthics, 
Mussel  Shell, 

Charcoal 

Miller  III 

Phase 

12 

510NW5 10NE 
Level  7 

Amorphous 

2.1x1.05x2.2 

Dark  Brown  Silt  Loam 

Pottery,  tassel 

Shell,  Charcoal 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

Contained  Burial  37 

13 

440NW390NE 

Sherd  0.85x0.85x0.4 

Concent rat  ion 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Sparse  Mussel 
Shell 

Pot  tery 

Miller  III  Phase 

Partial  vessel  of  Withers 
Fabric  Marked  var.  Gaines- 
vllle  In  s  shallow  pit. 
Disturbed  by  grading 

14 

540NW500NE 

Straight  2.05x1.9x1.3 

Cylindrical 

Black  Silt  Loam, 
Numerous  Mussel 

Shell 

Pottery,  Llthics, 
Mussel  Shell,  Bone, 
Charcoal 

Turkey  Paw 
Subphase 

15 

550MW510NE 

Contracting  3.0x2.95x3.70 

Cylindrical 

3  Strata  (l)Shell  Pottery,  Llthics, 

and  Black  Loam,  Mussel  Shell,  Bone, 

(2)  Fired  Clay  frag-  Charcoal 
msnta  and  Charcoal, 

(3) Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Shell,  Charcoal 

Turkey  Paw 
Subphase 

16 

560NW520NE 

Shallow  Basin  2.4x1.9x0.15 
Hearth 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Numerous 

Kissel  Shell 

Llthics,  Charcoal, 
Bone,  Muaael  Shell 

Catf  Ish  Bend 
Subphase 

Concentration  of  sandstone 
and  chalk 

1? 

450NW450NE 

Structure  1 

15.3x11.3x0.2 

Black  Silt  Loam 
Numerous  Mussel 

Shell 

Pottery,  Llthics, 

Bone,  Charcoal, 

Mussel  Shell 

Galnesvl 1 le 
Subphase 

See  structure  description 

17A 

Inside 
Structure  1 

Small  Batin 

2.65x2.65x0.5 

Light  Brown  Silt 
Loam,  Numerous 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthics, 
Bone,  Mussel  Shell 

Probably  Late 
Vienna  Subphase 

Probably  predates  the 
structure 

17B 

Inside 
Structure  1 

Shallow  Basin  2.65x1.75x0.35 
Hearth 

Alternating  Thin 
Lenses  of  Grey  Ash 

Pottery,  Llthics 

Gainesville 

Subphase 

One  of  two  central  hearths 

•nd  Burned  Orange 
Clay 
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Table  13.  Site  1P161  Feature  Tabulation  (Continued). 


Feature 

Number 

Locat  tun 

Feature 

Category 

Length  x 

Width  x  Depth 
(Ft) 

Fill  Description 

Content 

Cultural 

Affiliation 

Remarks 

17C 

Inside 
Structure  1 

Shallow  Basin 
Hearth 

1.8x1.1x0.43 

Light  Brown  Slit 
Loan  w/sparae 
Mussel  Shall 

Mussel  Shall 

G.  ln.avi 11. 

Sub phase 

Two  post  holes  had  been 
dug  through  the  base 

17 

Ins ide 
Structure  1 

She  rd 

Concent  rat  ions 

Pottery 

Galnasvllll* 

Subphase 

Two  clusters  of  Mleeleslp- 
plan  Plain  lying  on  floor 
of  structura 

18 

540NU490NE 

Straight 

Cylindrical 

2.9x2.85x1.4 

Dark  Brown  Slit 
Loan  v/Modarate 
Shall 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Mussel  Shell,  Fired 
Clay,  Charcoal 

Early  Vlanoa 
Subphaae 

Concentration  of  flrod 
clay  and  chalk  encountered 

at  bass 

19 

520NW500NE 

Large  Basin 

5.2x5.1x0.40 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loan.  Numerous 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Mussel  Shall 

Cof ferdam- 
Catflah  Bend 
Subphaae 

Only  50  psreeat  excavated 

2U 

S&0NW460NE 

Large  basin 

6.05x6.0x0.75 

Dark  Brown  Silt  Loan 
Packed  with  Mussel 
Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Bone,  Charcoal, 
Missel  Shell 

Catfish  Beni 
Subphase 

Sitting  Burial  28  altnatad 
ovar  burned  araa  and  thraa 
post  holes 

21 

500NW610NE 

Large  Basin 

4.4x3.6x1.05 

Dark  Black  Silt  Loan 
Sparse  Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Mussel  Shell, 
Charcoal 

Turkey  Paw 
Subphaae 

Trsa  tap  root  through 
bottoa  of  pit 

22 

5 10NW590NE 

Straight 

Cylindrical 

3.15x3.7x1.55 

Dark  Brown  Silt  Loan 
Packed  with 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlce, 
Bone,  Charcoal, 
Muaael  Shell 

Late  Vienna  Sub* 
phase,  possibly 

Catfish  Bend  Sub- 
phase 

23 

Not  Mapped 

Snail  Basin 

3.3x3. 1x1.4 

Dark  Brown  Sandy 

Loan  Packed  with 
Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Bone,  Shell, 

Charcoal 

Turkey  Paw 
Subphase 

24 

500NW570NE 

Large  Basin 

3.33x.lxl.4 

Brown  Slit  Loan 

Pottery,  Llthlcs 

Undetermined 

Trsa  tap  root  through 
bottom  of  pit.  Ceramics 
lost 

25 

570NW460NE 

Straight 

Cylindrical 

4.05x3.1x2.1 

Dark  Brown  to  Black 
Silt  Loan  Packed  w/ 
Mussel  Shell, 

Several  Ash  Pockets 

Pottery,  Llthica, 
Bone,  Charcoal, 
Museel  Shell 

Late  Vienna 
Subphaae 

26 

l 50NU530NE 

Contracting 

Cylindrical 

3. 2x2. 8x3. 2 

Dark  Brown  Silt  Loan  Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Sparse  Muscel  Shell  Bone,  Charcoal, 
Mussel  Shell 

Early  Vienna 
Subphaae 

Lana  of  charcoal  at  baas 
of  pit 

27 

500NU610NE 

Bell 

4. 2x3. 8x5. 2 

Dark  Brown  Sandy 
Loan,  Moderate 

Muaeel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Bone,  Charcoal, 
Mussel  Shell 

Turkey  Paw 
Subphaae 

28 

560NV540NE 

Structure  2 

9. 5x8. 0x0. 3 

Black  Silt  Loan, 
Nuneroua  Mussel 

Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Bone,  Charcoal 

Mussel  Shell 

Gainesville 

Subphaae 

Sae  structura  description 

29 

43UNW410NE 

Structure  3 

13x10x0.25 

Dark  Brown  Silt  Loan  Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Nuneroua  Mussel  Bone,  Charcoal,  Aah, 

Shell  Mussel  Shell 

Gainesville 

Subphase 

Sea  structure  description 

29A 

Inside 

Structure 

Straight 

3  Cylindrical 

3.0x2.85x1.2 

Dark  Brown  Silt  Loan  Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Mottled  w/Orange  Bone,  Charcoal, 

Late  Vienna 
Subphass 

Freda tea  structure 

Sandy  Loan,  Nuiacr-  Mussel  Shall 
ous  Mussel  Shell 


29B 

Ins lde 
Structure  3 

Large  Basin 

3.6x3. 3x0.5 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loan,  Numerous 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Bone,  Charcoal, 
Mussel  Shell 

Gainesville 

Subphaae 

Aaeoclated  with  structure. 
Contained  Burial  45 

29C 

Inside 
Structure  3 

Snail  Basin 

2. 2x2. 0x0.1 

Dark  Brown  Silt  Loan  Pottery 

Gainesville 

Sub phase 

Dep rasa  ion  at  SV  corner 
of  structura 

29D 

Inside 
Structure  3 

Shallow  Basin 
Hearth 

l .3x0. 9x0. 3 

Dark  Brown  Silt  Loan 
Mottled  w/Gray  Aah 

No  Artifact* 

Gainesville 

Subphase 

One  of  two  central  hearth* 

29E 

Inside 
Structure  3 

Shallow  Baa  In 
Hearth 

1.25x0.95x0.25 

Dark  Brown  Silt  Loan 
Mottled  w/Gray  Ash 

No  Artifacts 

Gainesville 

Subphaae 

One  of  two  central  hearth* 

30 

480NW560NK 

Rectangular 

Bas  in 

5.25x3.25x1.2 

Dark  Brown  to  Black 
Stlt  Loam,  Moderate 
Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Bone, Mussel  Shell 

Late  Vienna 
Subphaae 

Lena  of  small  snail  shell 
0.1  ft  thick,  0.2  ft  above 
base  of  pit 

-  •  Unmeasurable 
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Table  13.  Site  1P161  Feature  Tabulation  (Continued). 


Feature 

Number 

Local  Lon 

Feature 

Category 

Length  x 

Width  x  Depth 
(Ft) 

Fill  Description 

Content 

Cultural 

Affiliation 

Remarks 

540NW520NE 

Large  Basin 

6. 3*4. 9x0. 9 

Black  Slit  Loan 
Mottled,  w/Orange 
Clay,  Moderate 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Lithics, 
Bone,  Charcoal, 
Mussel  Shell 

Late  Vienna 
Subphase 

Large  burned  area  6.0  ft 
in  diameter  on  east  side 
of  pit 

32A 

570NWS40NE 

Large  Basin 

7. 4x4. 8x0. 9 

Dark  Brown  Silt  Loam 
Mottled  w/Yellow 

Clay 

Pottery,  Lithics, 
Bone,  Shell 

Late  Vienna 
Subphase 

Intruded  by  Feature  32B, 
orange  burned  area  in 
center  of  pit 

328 

570NW540NE 

Rectangular 

Basin 

7. 5*3. 8x1. 7 

Dark  Brown  Silt  Loam 

Pottery,  Lithics, 
Charcoal 

Catfish  Bend 
Suhphase 

Intruded  into  Feature  32A 

33 

490NW540NE 

Large  Basin 

3.1*1.95*0.35 

Black  Silt  Loam, 
Concentration  of 
Mussel  Shell  at 
center 

Pottery,  Lithics, 
Sone,  Mussel  Shell 

Late  Vienna 
Subphase 

34 

500NW530NE 

Rectangular 

Basin 

7.05*2.9*0.30 

Dark  Brown  to  Black 
Silt  Loam,  Much 
Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Lithics, 
Bone,  Mussel  Shell 

Gainesville  or 
possibly  Late 
Vienna  Subphasa 

Shell  tempered  sherd  could 
be  accidental  Intrusion 

J5 

510NV530ME 

Small  Basin 

3.1x2.85x0.7 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Numerous 

Mua  s  e 1  She  1 1 

Pottery,  Lithics, 
Bone,  Charcoal, 
Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend  or 
possibly  Early 
Vienna  Subphno* 

36 

480NW540NE 

Large  Basin 

3.7*3.15*1.4 

Black  Silt  Loam 
Packed  w/Mussel 

Shell 

Pottery,  Lithics, 
Bone,  Charcoal 

Mussel  Shell 

Late  Vienna 
Subphase 

37 

540NW440NE 

Sou  LI  Basin 

3. 2*2. 8*0. 6 

Black  Silt  Leas 
Packed  w/Mussel 

Shell 

Pottery,  LlthLcs, 
Bone,  Charcoal, 
Mussel  Shell 

Late  Vienna 
Subphase 

38 

550NW410NE 

Indeterminate 

6.55*6.20*1.25 
4.0*3. 1*0.6 

Dark  Brown  Silt  Loam 
Mottled  w/Orange 

Clay  and  packed  w/ 
Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Lithics, 
Bone,  Charcoal, 
Muaael  Shell 

Gainesville 

Subphase 

Double  basin  -  small  basin 
contained  Burial  34,  dug 
Into  central  base  of 
larger  basin 

39 

550NW420NE 

Large  Basin 

5.3*4.4*1.05 

Dark  Brown  Slit  Loam 
Mottled  w/Oratige 
Clay,  Packed  w/ 
Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Lithics, 
Bone,  Charcoal, 
Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

Contained  Burial  33 

40 

530NV450NE 

Straight 

Cylindrical 

3.5*3.15*2.2 

3  zones:  (l)Dense 
Mussel  Shell  6  Black 
Silt  Loam, (2) Sparse 
Mussel  Shell  6  Black 
Silt  Loam, (3) Yellow 
Clay  Mottled  w/Brown 
Slit  Loam 

Pottery,  Lithics, 
Bone,  Charcoal, 
Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

Contained  Burial  32 

41 

550NW440NE 

Large  Basin 
and  Intrusive 
Large  Basin 

3. 1*3. 8x1. 5 
-*4 .0x0.9 

Brown  Silt  Loam, 
Burned  Clay  and 
Charcoal 

Pottery,  Lithics, 
Bone,  Charcoal, 
Mussel  Jbeil 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

Base  of  first  basin 
burned.  Second  basin  con¬ 
tained  Burial  35 

42 

520NV430NE 

Sms  1 1  Bas  In 

1.4*1.25*0.4 

Charred  Nuts 

Pottery,  Lithics, 
Charcoal 

Miller  III 

Phase 

Nutting  stone  on  edge 
of  pit 

43 

540NW460NE 

Small  Basin 

2.65*2.65*0.4 

Black  Silt  Loam, 
Numerous  Mussel 

Shell 

Pottery,  Lithics, 
Bone,  Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

44 

510NW420NB 

Rectangular 

Basin 

4.65*3.2*0.7 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Numerous 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Lithics, 
Bone,  Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

45 

470MW400NE 

Indeterminate 

5. 4x2. 6*1. 2 

Packed  w/Mussel 

Shell.  Small 

Amount  of  Dark  Soil 

Pottery,  Lithics, 
Bone,  Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

Feature  was  a  small  basin 
shaped  pit  with  half 
basins  tangent  on  opposite 
sides 

46 

550WW540ME 

Ball 

2. 5*2. 4*4.0 

Dark  Brown  Slit 

Loam,  with  Moderate 
Muesel  Shell 

Pottery,  Lithics, 
Bone,  Mussel  Shell 

Early  Vienna, 
possibly  Gaines¬ 
ville  Subphase 

Two  Intrusive  post  holes 
may  account  for  shel l 
tempered  pottery 

47 

510NW510ME 

Saall  Basin 

3.3*  -*1.8 

Dark  Brown  Slit  Loam 
Mottled  w/Orange 

Pottery,  Lithics, 
Bone,  Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Suhphase 

Clay,  Moderate 
Mussel  Shell 


-  •  UamsMtu table 


104 


Table  13.  Site  1P161  Feature  Tabulation  (Continued) 


Feature 
Numbe  r 

Locat  Lon 

Feature 

Category 

Length  x 

Width  x  Deoth 
(Ft) 

Pill  Description 

Content 

Cultural 

Af  filiation 

Remarks 

48 

510NV51UNE 

Rectangular 
Bas  in 

6. 3x4. 3x1.0 

Orange  Clay  Mottled 
w/Dark  Brown  Silt 
Loam.  Sparse  Mussel 
Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Mussel  Shell, 
Charcoal 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

49 

510NW510NE 

Small  Basin 

2.85x2.35x0.7 

Orange  Clay  Mottled 
w/Dark  Brown  Silt 
Loam.  Moderate 

Mussel  Shell 

Pot  Lei y ,  Llthlcs, 
Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

Contained  Burial  3 

50 

570NW450NE 

Large  Basin 

3.65x3.3x0.6 

Dark  Brown  Silt  Loam  Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Stained  Black  In  Bone,  Charcoal, 

Places  by  Charcoal.  Mussel  Shell 

Pit  walls  burned. 

Late  Vienna 
Subphasa 

51 

550NU47ONE 

Large  Basin 

4.7x3. 3x0. 5 

Dark  Black  Silt  Loam  Pottery,  Llthlcs 
to  Dark  Brown  toward 
edge  of  pit 

Catfish  Bend 
Possibly  Lata 
Vienna  Subphasa 

52 

570NW450NE 

Small  Bastn 

2.85x2.40x0.9 

2  zones  (l)Orange 
Clay  Loam  Mottled  w/ 
Light  Brown  Slit 

Loam  0.0-0. 4  ft 
(2)Dark  Brown  with 
Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Band 
Possibly  Lata 
Vienna  Subphasa 

Contained  Burial  36 

53 

550NW470NL 

Small  Basin 

2. 0x1. 5x0. 5 

Dark  Brown  Silt  Loam  Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Sparse  Mussel  Shell  Mussel  Shell 

Lata  Vlaona 
Subphaae 

Contained  Burial  38 

54 

520NW4 10NE  ' 

Large  Basin 

6. 2x4. 4x1. 5 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Numerous 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Bone,  Charcoal, 
Husael  Shell 

Late  Vienna 
Subphaae 

55 

51UNU410NE 

Bell 

2.75x2.9x2.8 

Black  Silt  Loam, 
Numerous  Mussel 

Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Bone,  Charcoal, 
Mussel  Shell 

Cetflah  Bend 
Subphase 

5b 

53UNV4bONE 

Rectangular 

Basin 

4.4x2. 2x0. 3 

Black  Silt  Loam, 
Moderate  Mussel 

Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Mussel  Shell 

Cofferdam  or 
Catfish  Band 
Subphaae 

Tree  tap  root  intruded 
south  end 

5/ 

520NW470NE 

Large  Basin 

3.6x3.6x0.55 

Dark  Brown  Slit  Loam 
Packed  w/Mussel 

Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Bone,  Charcoal, 
Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphasa 

58 

520NW480NE 

Straight 

Cylindrical 

2. 4x2. 3x1. 8 

Dark  Silt  Loam  in 
Upper  Portion  of 

Pit  to  a  Cray  Slit 

In  lower,  Sparse 
Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Bone,  Mussel  Shell 

Turkey  Pew  or 
Early  Vienna 
Subphase 

Burned  area  1.3  ft  in 
diameter  on  IN  side  of 
pit.  Sides  slightly 
contracting 

59 

56UNV450NE 

Rectangular 
Bas  In 

3.5x2.2x0.35 

Black  Slit  Loam, 
Moderate  Mussel 

Shell 

Llthlcs,  Mussel 
Shell,  Chercoel 

Undetermined 

No  ceramics  present 

bU 

5 30NW440NE 

Rectangular 

Basin 

2. 5*xl .6x0.4 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Moderate 

Amount  of  Mussel 
Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Bone,  Mussel  Shell 

Cofferdam  or 
Catfish  Bend 

Long  axle  Intruded  by 
Feature  61 

bt 

520NW440NE 

Small  Basin 

4.35x2.55x0.55 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Numerous 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Bone,  Charcoal, 
Mussel  Shell 

Early  Vienna 
Subphase 

Feature  had  an  Irregular 
projection  on  north  end 

62 

560NW470NE 

Flaring 

Cylindrical 

4.8x4.55x1.35 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Numerous 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Bone,  Chercoel, 
Mussel  Shell 

Late  Vienna 
Subphaae 

61 

560NW54UNE 

Rectangular 

Basin 

6.05x3.45x1.15 

Dark  Brown  Slit 

Loam,  Numerous 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Bone,  Chercoel 

Mussel  Shell 

Late  Vienne 
Subphase 

Located  at  south  end  of 
Structure  2 

64 

560NW440NE 

Sma  1 1  Bas  In 

2.8x2.3x0.45 

Dark  Brown  Slit 

Loam,  Sparse 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Bone,  Charcoal, 
Mussel  Shell 

Late  Vienna 
Subphaae 

63 

55UNV530NE 

Large  Basin 

4.45x3.8x0.9 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Numerous 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Bone,  Charcoal 

Mussel  Shell 

Late  Vienne 
Subphaae 

Table  13.  Site  1P161  Feature  Tabulation  (Continued) 


Feature 

Number 

Loca  t ion 

Feature 

Category 

Length  x 

Width  x  Uepth 
(Ft) 

Fill  Description 

Content 

Cultural 

Affiliation 

Remarks 

6b 

56UHV520NE 

Straight 

Cylindrical 

3. 9x3. 9x2. 1 

Black  Silt  Loam, 
Moderate  Mussel 

Shell 

Pottery,  Uthlcs, 
Bone,  Charcoal, 

Mussel  Shell 

Early  Vienna 
Subphase 

67 

540NW500NE 

Large  Baa  in 

4.4x3.4x0.55 

Dark  Brown  Sand 
Mottled  w/Orange 
Clay,  Few  Mussel 
Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Bone,  Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

Contained  Burial  39 

08 

540MW5 30Nt 

Small  Basin 

1.95x1.6x0.3 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Numerous 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Bone,  Charcoal, 

Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

t>9 

MONV47UNE 

Contracting 

Cylindrical 

4. 2x). 3x3. 3 

3  zones  (l) Black 

Silt  Loam  w/ 

Moderate  Mussel 

Shell, (2) Burned 
and  unburned  Mussel 
Shell, (3) Dark  Brown 
Silt  Loam 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Bone,  Charcoal, 

Mussel  Shell 

Turkey  Pew 
Subphaae 

Contained  dog  burial 

7U 

550NW460NE 

Small  Basin 

3.1x2.35x0.25 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Moderate 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Bone,  Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

Contained  Burial  40 

71 

55ONW530ht 

Siaa  11  Basin 

2. 1x2.05x0.5 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Moderate 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Bone,  Chsrcosl, 

Mussel  Shell 

Late  Vienna 
Subphase 

72 

5 1UNW5 3UNE 

Small  Basin 

2.05x2.05x0.5 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Moderate 

Amount  of  Mussel 
Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Bone,  Charcoal, 

Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

73 

57UNW4gONE 

Large  Basin 

4.0x3.4x0.35 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Moderate 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Bone,  Charcoal, 
tassel  Shell 

Catfish  lend 

Subphase 

7- 

330NW550NE 

Indeterminate 

4.95x4.35x4.35 

4  Alternating  Zones  Pottery,  Llthlce. 
of  Dark  Brown  Silt  Bone,  Musael  Shell 

Loam  and  Mussel 

Shell.  Lowest  or 

Fifth  Zone  Mottled 

White  and  Yellow  Sand 
w/Slltatlon  Bands 

Catfish  Bend  or 
possibly  Lsts 
Vienna  Subphase 

Statist  to  a  ball  shaped 
pit  exrept  only  SE  side 
bells  out 

75 

J/UNW480NE 

Small  Basin 

2.  1x2. 0x0. 4 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Sparse  Mussel 
Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Mussel  Shell, 

Charcoal 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

7b 

480NW50UNP. 

La  r  ge  Bas In 

4.25x3.9x1.1 

Dark  Brown  Slit  Loam 
Mottled  w/Orange 
Clay,  Moderate 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Bone,  Mussel  Shell 

Late  Vienna 
Subphaae 

77 

56UNW53UNL 

Small  Basin 

3.4x2.4x0.55 

2  Zones  (l)Orange  Pottery,  Llthlcs, 

Clay  mixed  w/Ash  Bone,  Charcoal, 

and  Burned  Shell,  Mussel  Shell 

(2)Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam  w/Huch  Charcoal 
&  Sparse  Burned  Shell 

Late  Vienna 
Subphase 

78 

460NW48UNK 

Lar$, ;  Basin 

3.3x3. 15x0.55 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loan,  Moderate 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
tassel  Shell 

Late  Vienna 
Subphase 

Contained  Burial  41 

7V 

560NU5 30NE 

Stra  Ight 

Cyl indr  leal 

3.0x2.85x1.4 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  0.2  ft  thick 
Lena  of  Mussel 

Shell  at  base  of  pit 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Mussel  Shell 

Gsinesvll le 
Subphase 

North  pit  wall  altered 
by  Feature  83 

80 

•«3t)NW5  7  ONE 

Fired  Clay 
Concentration 

2. 5x2. 2x0. 2 

Dark  Brown  Sand  cov¬ 
ering  Concentration 
of  Fired  Clay  Frag¬ 
ments.  No  Shell  or 
Charcoa l 

Ceramics,  Fired  Clay 

Turkey  Paw 
Subphase 

East  of  and  tangent  to 
Feature  85 

Unmeasurable 


Table  13.  Site  lPi61  Feature  Tabulation  (Continued). 


Feature 

Number 

Locat  Lon 

Feature 

Category 

Length  x 

Width  x  Depth 
(Ft) 

Fill  Description 

Content 

Cultural 

Affiliation 

Rerea  rks 

81 

5  L0NW470NI. 

Sma l 1  Bas In 

1.7x1. 6x0. 5 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam.  Sparse  Mussel 
Shell 

Pottery,  LLthics, 
Mussel  Shell 

Miller  III  Phase 

82 

540NW550NE 

Rectangular 

Basin 

3.0*x2. 1x0.9 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Sparse  Mussel 
Shell 

Pottery,  Lithics, 
Mussel  Shell 

Cainesvll Le 

Sub phase 

Length  <>f  long  axis  could 
not  he  determined.  Fea¬ 
ture  74  intruded  south  side 

83 

560NW530NK 

Tree  Tap  Root 

l .  3x  l .  3x  ? 

Black,  Large  pieces 
of  Charcoal 

Pottery,  Lithics, 
Charcoal .Mussel  Shell 

Ceramics  not 
Analyzed 

Intruded  north  pit  wall  of 

Feature  79 

84 

510NW470NE 

Bowl 

2. 3x2. 3x1. 7 

5  Zones  of  Alter¬ 
nating  Shell 
w/Dark  Brown  6 

Black  Silt  Loam 

Pottery,  Lithics, 

Bone,  Charcoal, 

Mussel  Shell 

Turkey  Paw 
Subphase 

85 

480NW570NE 

Bell 

2. 9x2. 8x3. 1 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Sparse  Mussel 
Shell 

Pottery,  Lithics, 

Bone,  Charcoal, 

Mussel  Shell 

Turkey  Paw 
Subpha.se 

Feature  80,  a  fired  clay 
concentration  is  tangent 
on  east  side 

8b 

540NW55UNE 

Large  Basin 

3. 15x3.2x1.3 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loan,  Much  Mussel 
Shell 

Pottery,  Lithics, 

Bone,  Charcoal, 

Mussel  Shell 

Late  Vienna 
Subphase 

87 

48QNV580NE 

Bowl 

3.15x2.15x1.3 

Black  Silt  Loam, 
Sparse  Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Lithics, 

Bone,  Charcoal, 

Mussel  Shell 

Turkey  Paw 
Subphase 

88 

50UNW460NE 

Large  Basin 

3. 2x3. 0x0. 4 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Moderate 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Lithics, 

Bone,  Mussel  Shell 

Late  Vienna 
Subphase 

89 

450NW480NE 

Small  Basin 

2.8x2.95x0.6 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Much  Mussel 
Shell 

Pottery,  Lithics, 

Bone,  Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

90 

450NW490NE 

Large  Basin 

3.25x3.15x0.7 

Medium  Brown  Silt 
Loam,  Much 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Lithics, 

Bone,  Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

91 

370NW430NE 

Large  Basin 

4.8x4.5x1.15 

Dark  Brown  to  Black 
Silt  Loam  Packed  w/ 
Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Lithics, 

Bone,  Charcoal, 

Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
possibly  Late 
Vienna  Subphase 

92 

530NWbOONE 

Structure  4 

10.2x7.3x0.4 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  w/Numerous 
Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Lithics, 

Bone,  Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend  or 
(iainesvl  l  le 
Subphase 

See  structure  description 

92A 

Ins  Ide 

Structure  4 

Shal low  Basin 
Hearth 

1.3x1.0x0.45 

Ash  and  Charcoal 

Pot  tery 

Gainesvl 1 le 
Subphase 

Off  center  hearth 

93 

4H0NW400NE 

Bel  l 

5.4x4.85x4.9 

Black  Silt  Loam, 
Plentiful  Mussel 
Shell.  Lens  nf 

Orange  Clay  3.0  ft 
below  orifice 

Pottery,  Lithics, 
Bone,  Charcoal, 

Mussel  Shel 1 

Cofferdam  or 
Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

Orange  clay  lens  appears 
to  be  the  result  of  the 
partial  collapse  of  the 
pit  collar 

94 

44UNW5 JUNE 

Rectangular 
Has  in 

5.85x3.95x0.7 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Moderate 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Lithics, 
Rone,  Mussel  Shell 

Gainesvl 1 le 
Suhphase 

Contained  Burials  42, 

4  3  and  44  1 

95 

460NU440NE 

Large  Basin 

8.8x6 .4x1.4 

3  Zones  (l)Dark 

Brown  Silt  Loam  w/ 
Numerous  Mussel 

Shel L, (2)Orange 

Clay  Mottled  w/ 

Brown  Silt  Loam, 
(3)Brown  Silt  Loam 
w/Cray  Ash 

Pottery,  Lithics, 
Bone,  Charcoal, 

Mussel  Shell 

Late  Vienna 
Suhphase 

Originally  assigned  to 

Structure  l,  ceramics 
indicates  It  is  earlier 

9b 

540NW590NE 

Small  Basin 

1. 3x1 .0x0. 15 

Dark  Brown  Silt  Loam 

Pot  tery 

Late  Vienna 
Subphase 

Tangent  to  NW  corner  of 

Structure  4 

97 

42ONU380NE 

Indeterminate 

7.4x5. 1x0.8 

Dark  Brown  Silt  Loam 
Packed  w/Mussel 

Pottery,  Lithics, 
Bone,  Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Suhphase 

Irregular  rectangular 
basin  which  may  he  part 

Shell  of  the  entrance  to 

Structure  3 


Unmeasurable 
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teature 

iurnber 

Locat  ton 

Feature 

Category 

Length  x 

Width  x  Depth 
(Ft) 

Fill  Description 

Content 

Cultural 

Affiliation 

Remarks 

420NW  39UNE 

Structure  5 

17.6x10.6x0.8 

Black  Silt  Loam 
Packed  w/Hussel 

Shell 

Pottery,  Lithlcs, 

Bone,  Charcoal, 

Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

Oval  semi  subterranean 
structure.  Contained 

Burials  46  snd  47 

99 

480NU400NL 

Sma  L l  baa  in 

-xl. 95x0. 45 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Plentiful 
Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthics, 

Bone,  Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Sub phase 

Long  sxls  could  not  be 
determined,  the  esst  side 
wss  Intruded  by  Feature  102 

100 

45UNW430NF 

Rectangular 

basin 

3.45x1.9x0.6 

Dark  Brown  to  Black 
Silt  Loam.  Much 
Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthics, 

Bone,  Mussel  Shell 

Gainesville 

Subphase 

Contained  Burial  49 

10 1 

410NW45UNE 

l<arge  Basin 

5.7x5.0x0.55 

Dark  Brown  to  Black 
Silt  Loam,  Much 
Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Lithlcs, 

Bone,  Mussel  Shell 

Gainesville 

Subphase 

Contained  Burlml  48 

102 

48QNW400NK 

Small  Basin 

-x2.7x0.5 

Dark  Brown  Silt  Loam 
Packed  w/Mussel 

Shell 

Pottery,  Lithlcs, 

Bone,  Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

10) 

4b0NU<«  10NE 

Rectangular 

Basin 

3. 10x1.75x0.4 

Black  Slit  Loaib, 
Sparse  Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Lithlcs, 
Mussel  Shell 

Gainesville 

Subphase 

Contained  Burial  50 

104 

400NU440NE 

Bowl 

1.8x1.65x0.9 

Dark  Brown  Silt  Loam 
Packed  w/Mussel 

Shell 

Pottery,  Lithlcs, 
Mussel  Shell, 

Charcoal 

Late  Vienna 
Subpahse 

105 

440NW440NK 

Large  Basin 

3.2x2.9x0.85 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Sparse 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlca, 

Bore,  Charcoal, 

Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

lUh 

430NW4*'JNE 

Stra  tght 
Cylindrical 

1.35x1.2x0.97 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Some  Ash 

Ash  (,  Mussel 

Shell 

Pottery,  Lithlcs, 

Bone,  Charcoal, 

Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

Edges  were  fired  orange, 
a  possible  post  hole 

107 

44oNU4  June 

Sma 1 1  Has  In 

2. 7x2. 6x0. 7 

Black  Silt  Loam, 
Sparse  Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlca, 

Bone,  Mussel  Shell 

Miller  111 
Phase 

Contents  mixed  with 

Feature  110 

lub 

5UONW4 30NE 

Sma 1 1  Bag  In 

2.55x2.50x0.6 

Black  Silt  Loam, 
Numerous  Mussel 

Shell 

Pottery,  Lithlcs, 

Bone,  Mussel  Shell 

Gainesville 

Subphase 

IDS 

4  30NW400Nt 

Large  Basin 

3.55x2.80x1.10 

Black  Silt  Loam, 
Numerous  Mussel 

Shell 

Pottery,  Lithlcs, 

Bone,  Mussel  Shell 

Gainesville 

Subphase 

no 

440NW430NE 

Sma 1 l  basin 

2. 2x1. 6x0. 4 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Moderate 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery.  Llthlca, 

Bone,  Mussel  Shell 

Miller  III 

Phase 

Contents  mixed  with 

Feature  107 

1 1 1 

4I0NU440NL 

Large  Basin 

3.95x2.05x0.8 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam  Mottled  w/ 
Orange  Clay 

Moderate  Mussel 

Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlca, 

Bone,  Mussel  Shell 

Gainesville 

Subphase 

Contained  Burial  51 

112 

49UNV 370NE 

Small  Basin 

2.5x2.3x0.35 

Dark  8rown  Loam 
Mottled  w/Orange 

Clay.  Sparse 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  LlthlcB, 

Bone,  Musael  Shell 

Late  Vienna 
Subphase 

113 

420NW40UNE 

Sma 1 1  8a s In 

2.85x2. 15x0.45 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam  Mottled  w/ 
Orange  Clay.  Sparse 
Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Lithlcs, 

Bone,  Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

1  u 

•*  iUNW  38 ONE 

Rectangular 

Basin 

-xl. 55x0. 55 

Black  Silt  Loam, 
Sparse  Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Lithlcs, 
Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

The  long  axis  could  not  be 
determined,  Intruded  on 
east  side  by  Feature  116 

1 1* 

aOONW 3  JUNE 

Large  Basin 

3.65x3.35x0.25 

Oark  Brown  Slit 

Loam,  Sparge 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthics, 
Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

Contained  Burial  52 

i  !b 

4  JONW  JdONfc 

l^rge  Basin 

v.'  J. 0x0. 55 

Black  Slit  Loam, 
Sparse  Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Lithlcs,  Catfish  Bend 

Mussel  Shell,  Charcoal  Subphase 

Table  13.  Site  1P161  Feature  Tabulation  (Continued) 


Feature 

Number 
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Length  x 

Width  x  Deptn 
(Ft) 

Fill  Description 

Content 

Cu  ttursl 

At  f Illation 

Remarks 

117 

520NV420NK 

Rectangular 

Basin 

6.43x4.0x0.6 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam  Mottled  w/ 
Orange  Clay 

Pottery,  Lit hies, 
Bone ,  Musse 1  She  1 1 

Early  Vienna 
Subphase 

Contained  Burial  53 

118 

4U0NW340NE 

Large  Basin 

2.4x2. 1x0.2 

nark  Brown  Silt 
l.oam.  Moderate 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Lithlcs, 
Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

119 

4  ION W  38 UN F 

Large  Basin 

4.0x3.2x0.43 

Dark  Brown  Slit 

Loam,  Moderate 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Lithlcs, 
Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Rend 
Suhphase 

Contained  Burial  54 

WO 

530NV450NK 

Large  Basin 

4.9x4.53x0.83 

Grayish  Brown  Silt 
Loam  Mott  Led  w/ 
Orange  Clay. 

Sparse  Mussel 

Shell 

Pottery,  Lithlcs, 
Bone,  Mussel  Shell 

Late  Vienna 
Subphase 

Charcoal 

W1 

54UNU4  30NL 

Sma  1 1  Bas  in 

2.40x1.95x0.4 

Dark  Brown  Slit 

Loam,  Sparse 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Lithlcs, 
Mussel  She  11 

Cat  f ish  Bend 
Subphase 

Post  hole  In  bottom 
of  pit 

122 

7  0NK. 

Large  Basin 

4.05x3.2x1.5 

Black  Slit  Loam 
Packed  w/ Dense 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Lithlcs, 
Bone,  Charcoal 

Mussel  Shell 

Early  Vienna 
Subphase 

Wi 

5<.ONU4  3UNE  . 

Small  Basin 

J.  .5x2.45x0.73 

Dark  Brown  to  Black 
Slit  Loam  Mottled 
w/Orange  Clay 

Pottery,  Lithlcs, 
Bone,  Mussel  Shell 

Cat f lsh  Bend 
Subphase 

Contained  Burial  55 

1 24 

560NW420NE 

Rectangular 

Basin 

5.5x3.3x0.75 

Dark  Brown  Slit 

Loam  Mottled  w/ 
Orange  Clay, 

Packed  w/Mussel 

Shell 

Pottery,  Lithlcs, 
Bone,  Mussel  Shell 

Galnesvl  1  le 
Subphase 

Two  post  holes  In  bottom 
of  pit.  Contained  Burial  56 

US 

550NW4  7UNE 

Small  Basin 

2. 4x2. 2x0.6 

Gray  Ash  Mottled  w / 
Dark  Brown  Slit 

Loam,  Moderate 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Lithlcs, 
Bone,  Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend, 
Possibly  Late 
Vienna  Suhphase 

126 

560NW4*M)NE 

Straight 

Cylindrical 

2.3x2. 1x1.5 

Black  Silt  Loam, 
Numerous  Mussel 

Shell 

Pottery,  Lithlcs, 
Bone,  Mussel  Shell 

Turkey  Paw 
Subphase 

127 

560NV5U0NE 

Small  Basin 

1.7x1.5x0.55 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam 

Pottery,  Lithlcs 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

128 

580NW540NL 

Stra ight 

Cyl Indr  leal 

5.25x4.3x2.2 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Moderate 

Musset  Shell 

Pottery,  Lithlcs, 
Bone,  Charcoal, 
Mussel  Shell 

Early  Vienna 
Suhphase 

Small  amount  of  fired  clay 
tangent  to  eastern  side  of 
pit  orifice 

129 

52UWU490NK 

Small  Basin 

3.0x2. 1x0. 3 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam  Mottled  w/ 
Orange  Clay, 

Moderate  Mussel 

Shell 

Lithlcs,  Mussel 

Shel  l 

Probably 

Miller  III 

Phase 

No  ceramics. 

Contained  Burial  57 

130 

510NV5U0NE 

Large  Basin 

4. 7x3. 0x0. 5 

Black  Slit  Loam 
Mottled  w/Orange 
Clay,  Numerous 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Lithlcs, 
Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Suhphase 

Contained  Burial  58 

131 

370NW47UNE 

Stra ight 
Cylindrical 

4. 2x3. 3x2. 5 

Dark  Brown  Loam 
Mottled  w/Orange 
Clay,  Numerous 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Lithlcs, 
Bone,  Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Suhphase 

Contained  Burials  61A,  61B 

132 

530NW520NE 

Stra  Ight 

Cyl Indrlcal 

2.75x2.55x1.30 

Black  Silt  Loam 
Mottled  w/Orange 
Clay,  Numerous 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Lithlcs, 
Bone,  Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

Contained  Burial  Sd 

133 

510NV520NE 

Large  Baa  In 

4.95x4.4x1.25 

Black  Silt  Loam 
Mottled  w/Orange 

Clay  Numerous 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Lithlcs, 
Bone,  Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Subohase 

Contained  Hurial  60 

Unmeasurable 
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Number 

Loca  t Ion 
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Width  x  Depth 
(Ft) 
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Cultural 
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Remarks 

134 

500NW500NE 

Large  Basin 

3.95x2.85x0.5 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam  Mottled  w/ 
Orange  Clay, 

Moderate  Mussel 

Shell 

Pottery,  LlthicB, 

Bone,  tassel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphaae 

135 

560NW57UNE 

Bowl 

3. 0x2. 7x2.1 

Dark  Brown  to  Black 
Silt  Loan,  Numerous 
Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthics, 
Bone,  Shell ,CharcoaL 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

lib 

560NW510NE 

Large  Basin 

4. 1x4.05x1.4 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loan 

Numerous  Fire  Cracked 
Rocks,  Sparse  Pottery 
Bone 

Gainesville 
,  Subphase 

137 

54UNV550NK 

Small  Basin 

2.65x1.9x0.8 

Cray  Ash 

Pc-:ery,  Llthics, 
Charcoal,  Mussel 

Shell 

Calnesvl lie 

Sub phase 

138 

550NW560NE 

Bell 

2.55x4.1x3.0 

Black  Silt  Loam, 
Numerous  Mussel 

Shell 

Pottery,  Llthics, 

Bone,  Charcoal, 

Mussel  Shell 

Calnesville 

Subphase 

139 

b)ONV550NE 

Straight 

Cylindrical 

4.3x4.1x1.35 

Grayish  Orange 

Clay  Loam 

Pottery,  Llthics, 

Bone,  Mussel  Shell 

Late  Vienna 
Subphase 

Contained  Burials  62A,  62B, 
62C 

140 

56UNW470NE 

Snail  Basin 

1.7x1.4x0.45 

Cray  Aah  Mottled  w / 
Orange  Clay  Loam, 
Sparse  Mussel 

Shell 

Pottery,  Llthics, 

Bone,  Charcoal, 
tassel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

141 

560NW560NE 

Indeterminate 

4.15x4.1x3.4 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Numer  >us 

Mussel  Shell.  Bur¬ 
ial  on  Thin  ..ens  of 
White  Sand  3.4  ft 
below  Pit  Orifice 

Pottery,  Llthics, 

Bone,  Charcoal, 
tassel  Shell 

Cainesvil le 
Subphase 

Large  bell  .  «ped  pit  with 
straight  c>llndrlcal  ex¬ 
tent  Ion  In  bottom.  Con¬ 
tained  Burial  63 

142 

57UNW500NE 

Rectangular 

Basin 

5.65x3.75x0.75 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam  Mottled  w/ 
Orange  Clay, 

Sparse  Mussel 

Shell 

Pottery,  Llthics, 

Bone,  tassel  Shell 

Early  Vienna 
Subphase 

14) 

54UNV460NE 

Rectangular 

Basin 

6. 4x3. 6x1.0 

Black  St  It  Loam 

Sparse  Pottery, 

Llthics 

Miller  111 

Phase 

Orifice  Is  irregular 

144 

550NW4B0NE 

Large  Basin 

5. 1x4. 0x1.1 

Black  Silt  Loam, 
Sparse  Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Fired  Clay 
Fragments,  Llthics, 
tassel  Shell 

Late  Vienna 
Subphase 

145 

540NW480NE 

Straight 

Cylindrical 

2.8x2.75x1.25 

SlacP  Slit  Loam, 
Sparse  Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthics, 

Fired  Clay,  tassel 
Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase  or 
Archaic 

Only  three  sherdlets 
present 

146 

540NU48UNE 

Sma 1 1  Baa  In 

1.85x1.80x0.75 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam  Mot  t led  w/ 
Orange  Clay 

Pottery,  Llthics 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

147 

55UNW560ME 

Bowl 

2. 25x  -xl .05 

Black  Silt  Loam  w/ 
Sparse  Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthics, 
tassel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

148 

520NW440NE 

Small  Basin 

2.2x2.1x0.85 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam 

Fired  Clay,  Llthics 

Archaic 

149 

540NW460NE 

Bowl 

3.3x3.05x1.85 

Black  Silt  Loam 

Pottery,  Llthics, 

Fired  Clay 

Hiller  UI 

Phase 

150 

5  30NW560NE 

Rectangular 

Baa  In 

3. 8x2. 4x0. 4 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam  Mottled  w/ 
Orange  Clay, 

Numerous  Mussel 

Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlca. 
tassel  Shell 

Cainesvil le 
Subphase 

Contained  Burial  6-* 

151 

520NW5 7 ONE 

Rectangular 

Baaln 

3.05x1.9*0.25 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Numerous 
tassel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthics, 
tassel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
..ubphase 

Contained  Buriat  AS 

152 

500NW560NE 

Bell 

3.6X3.4X3.65 

Black  Silt  Loam, 
Sparse  tassel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthics, 

Bone,  Mussel  Shell 

Calnesvl 1 le 
Subphase 

Concentration  of  flre.l 
c lay  on  west  side  of  pit 
orlf  Ice 

Una*  mu  r  able 
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Number 

Local i»n 

Feature 

Category 
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Width  X  Depth 
(Ft) 
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Cultural 
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Remarks 

L53 

5  1UNW56GNK 

Straight 

Cylindrical 

3.60x3.55x4.7 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Numerous 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlca, 
Bone,  Mussel  Shell 

Gainesville 

Subphase 

154 

530NW5 30NE 

Large  Baa  in 

3.5x3. ixO. 2 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam  Mottled  w/ 
Orange  Clay, 

Sparse  Mussel 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Mussel  Shell 

Gainesville 

Subphase 

Contained 

Burial 

66A,  66B 

155 

54UNW5bUNK 

Small  Basin 

1.70x: .55x0.8 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loara,  Moderate 

Muss?!  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlca, 
Mussel  Shell 

Caines vllle 
Subphase 

15ft 

52UNW5UONK 

Large  Basin 

3.45X3. 1X0. 8 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam  Mottled  w/ 
Orange  Clay, 

Sparse  Mussel 

Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlca, 
Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

Contained 

Burial 

68 

157 

530NV560NE 

Reel angular 
basin 

2. 5X1. 8X1. 4 

Black  Silt  Loam 
Mottled  w/Orange 
Clay,  Numerous 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Mussel  Shell 

Gainesville 

Subphase 

Contained 

Burial 

67 

ISM 

5JUNW*90NE 

Large  Basin 

3.75x3.6x0.7 

Black  Silt  Loam 
Mottled  w/Orange 
Clay,  Numerous 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  LI  chics. 
Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

Conte lned 

Burial 

71 

15  9 

S5UNW4  ^UNE 

Small  Basin 

2.0x1.65x0.35 

Black  Slit  Loam, 
Sparse  Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Mussel  Shell 

Miller  III 
Phase 

16U 

55UNW440NE 

I.arge  Basin 

3.9x3.65x0.6 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam  Mottled  w/ 
Orange  Clay, 

Sparse  Mussel 

Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

Contained 

Burial 

70 

lb  l 

56UNV430NE 

Large  Basin 

3.9x3.9x1.05 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam 

Pottery,  Llthlcs 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

102 

57-0NW44UNE 

Large  Basin 

3.9x3.4x0.55 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam  Mottled  w / 
Orange  Clay, 

Sparse  Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Mussel  Shell 

Late  Vienna 
Subphase 

Contained 

Burial 

69 

103 

44UNV45UNE 

Sma  1 1  Bas  in 

2.35x2.05x0.7 

Black  Silt  Loam, 
Moderate  Mussel 

Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
tassel  Shell 

Cofferdam  or 
Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

164 

47UNW46UNE 

Rectangular 

B«*  tin 

4.85x2.5x0.25 

Black  Silt  Loam, 
Numerous  Mussel 

Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Mussel  Shell 

Late  Vienna 
Subphase 

IbS 

5UUNW5UuNK 

Large  Basin 

4. 4x3. 9x0. 6 

Black  Silt  Loam, 
Numerous  Mussel 

Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

Contained  Burial  73.  Al¬ 
though  this  pit  was  basin 
shaped  In  cross  section, 
the  orifice  outline  was 
Irregu lar 

1 00 

420NW4 (ONE 

Bell 

3.2X3.05X1.2 

Black  Silt  Loam, 
Dense  Layer  of 

Mussel  Shell  0.6  ft 
below  orifice 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Bone,  Charcoal, 
Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

10  7 

54UNW5UUNE 

Sma  1 1  Bas  in 

2.45x2.2x0.25 

Black  Silt  Loam 
Mottled  w/Orange 
Clay,  Moderate 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

Contained 

Burial 

72 

1*8 

*40NW4  IUNE 

Smalt  Basin 

1.65x1 .6x0.35 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Moderate 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

169 

54UNU4 JUNK 

Sherd 

Concent  ra  t ion 

0>x0.5*0.2 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam 

Pottery,  Bone, 
tassel  Shell 

Miller  111 

Phase 

•  Unneasurab  Le 


Table  13.  Site  1P161  Feature  Tabulation  (Continued). 


feature 

Number 

Local  ion 

Feature 

Category 

Length  x 

Width  k  Depth 
(Ft) 

Fill  Description 

Content 

l’«  l  tural 

At  f i 1 1 st ion 

*  -te  marks 

170 

53')NWsOONE 

Sma  1 1 

basin 

1 .8x1 .63*0. )b 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam  Sot  tied  w/ 

Gray  Ash,  Moderate 
Mussel  Shell 

Mussel  Shell, 

Charcoal 

°®<**'armlmed 

171 

3UONV4 luNL 

Sma  l  i 

Bas  In 

1 .8x1 .8x0.4b 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loan  Mottled  v/ 
Orange  Clay, 

Sparse  Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Ltthics, 
Mussel  Shell 

Milter  III 

Phase 

172 

5 10NW46ONE 

Large 

Basin 

4.23x3.83x1.03 

Black  Silt  Loam 

Numerous  Fired  Sand¬ 
stone  &  Fired  Clay 
Fragments 

Archaic 

173 

440NU44UNE 

Sma  1 1 

Basin 

2.9x2. 1x0. 7 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Numerous 
Charcoal  Fragments 

Fired  Clay,  Llthics, 
Charcoal 

Archa ic 

174 

5  30NW9  50NE 

Large 

Bas  in 

3. 9x3. 9x0. 3 

Dark  Brown  Slit 

Loam  Mott  led  w/ 
Orange  Clay 

Pottery,  Ltthics 

Early  Vienna 
Subphase 

175 

b  J0NW5  ZONE 

Sma  1 1 

Baa  in 

2.7x2. 3x0.  ) 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam  Mottled  w/ 
Orange  Clay,  Sparse 
Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthics, 
Mussel  Shjli 

Galnesvl I le 
Subphase 

Contained 

Buriat 

74 

1 7o 

5JUNW5 /ONE 

Sma  1  L 

Basin 

2.3x1.75x0.13 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Sparse 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  lithlcs 
Mussel  Shell 

Galnesvl l le 
Subphase 

Contained 

Burial 

75 

177 

32UNW490NE 

Small 

Bas  in 

2.4x2.23x0.2 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam  Mottled  w/ 
Orange  Clay, 

Sparse  Mussel 

Shell 

Pottery,  Lithlcs, 
Mussel  Shell 

Undetermined 

Contained 

Burial 

76 

178 

5JONW57UNE 

Sma  1 1 

Basin 

2.0x1.85x0.13 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loan,  Sparse 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Lithlcs, 
Mussel  Shell 

Galnesvl l |e 
Subphase 

Contained 

Burial 

77 

17S 

53UNV370NE 

Kectangular 

Basin 

3.6x3.05x0.8 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam  Mottled  w/ 
Orange  Clay,  Sparse 
Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthics, 
Mussel  Shell 

Galnesvl 1 le 
Subphase 

Contained 

Burials 

78A,  78 

180 

b  )UNV5  ZONE 

Kectangular 

Basin 

4.63x2.4x0 . 7  5 

Dark  Brown  Silt 
■Mottled  w/Orange 
Clay,  Sparse 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthics, 
Mussel  Shell 

Galnesvl 1 le 
Subphase 

Contained 

Burial 

79 

181 

bbONUa  70NE 

Sma  1 1 

Bas  in 

2.25x2.2x1.05 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam  Mottled  w/ 
Orange  Clay, 

Moderate  Mussel 

Shell 

Pottery,  Lithlcs, 

Bone,  Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

Contained 

Burial 

81 

182 

b  7UNUS90NE 

Bowl 

2.0x1.7x1.05 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loan,  Moderate 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthics, 
Mussel  Shell,  Bone 

Late  Vienna 
Subphase 

18) 

58UNW49UNE 

Small 

Basin 

1.6x1.25x0.1 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Moderate 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Lithlcs, 
Mussel  Shell 

Miller  III 

Phase 

184 

38UNW4  70NE 

Straight 

Cylindrical 

2.75x2.25x1 .45 

Black  Silt  Loam, 
Sparse  Mussel 

Shell 

Pottery,  Lithlcs, 

Bone,  Mussel  Shell 

Turkey  Paw 
Subphase 

185 

5  7UNW440NE 

Small 

Bas  in 

2.2x1 .8x0. )5 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Moderate 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Lithlcs, 

Bone,  Mussel  Shell 

Miller  111 

Phase 

186 

5  7UNW55UMF. 

Small 

Basin 

2.2x1.95x0.4 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Moderate 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthics, 
Mussel  Shell 

Late  Vienna 
Subphase 

187 

360NV3  5(JN£ 

Large 

Baa  In 

4.6x3.65x0.5 

Black  Silt  Loam, 
Moderate  Mussel 

Shell 

Potteiy,  Lithlcs, 

Bone,  Mussel  Shell, 
Fired  Clay 

Early  Vienna 
Subphase 

-  •  Unmeasurable 
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Table  13.  Site  1P161  Feature  Tabulation  (Continued). 


Feature 

Number 

Local  i**n 

Feature 

Category 

Length  x 

Width  x  Depth 
(Ft) 

Fill  Description 

Content 

Cultural 

Affiliation 

Remarks 

laa 

5/ONW53UNE 

Small  basin 

2.4x2.0x0.35 

Black  Silt  Loam 

Pottery,  Llthlcs 

Broken  Pumpkij 
Creek  Phase 

189 

5 10NW50ONE 

Small  basin 

3.05x2.90x0.45 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Sparse 

Mus  se  l  She 1 1 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

Contained  Burial  60 

ISO 

5b0NW560Nfc 

Bowl 

4. 1x3. 5x2.1 

Black  Silt  Loan, 
Sparse  Mussel  Shell 

Fired  Clay,  Sandstone 
Llthlcs 

Archaic 

m 

510NW52UNL 

Rectangular 

Basin 

4. 1x3. 3x0.3 

Black  Silt  Loam, 
Moderate  Mussel 

Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 

Bone,  Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

192 

560NW560NE 

Small  Basin 

t.7xl. 6x0. 5 

Black  Silt  Loan 

Fired  Clay 

Undetermined 

193 

S7UNWS  JUNE 

Large  Basin 

4. 2x3. 9x0. 3 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Fired  Clay 

Broken  Pumpkin 
Creek  Phase 

Contents  mixed  with  Fea¬ 
ture  194 

194 

44UNW46UNE 

Large  Basin 

3.35x3.05x0.6 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Numerous 
Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 

Bone,  Mussel  Shell 

Late  Vienna 

Sub phase 

Contents  mixed  with  Fea¬ 
ture  193 

195 

550NW46UNE 

Small  Basin 

1.85x1.7x0.3 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loan,  Sparse 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Mussel  Shell 

Late  Vienna 
Subphase 

A  ball  of  yellow  clay  was 
located  In  the  center  of 
the  pit 

19b 

570NW45UNL 

burned 

Tree  Tap  Root 

1 .2x1 .2x  - 

Black  Slit  Loan 
Moderate  Mussel 

Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Mussel  Shell.  Daub 

Undetermined 

The  only  feature  on  the 
site  which  contained  daub 
(with  good  cane  Impressions) 

19  7 

5b0NW5oUNL 

Stnal  l  basin 

2.1  x-x0.8 

Light  Brown  Silt 
1.0am,  Sparse 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs 

Miller  III 

Phase? 

Numerous  fired  clay  frag¬ 
ments  lining  bottom  and 
sides 

198 

55UNW5  JONfc 

Rectangular 
bas  In 

2.55x2.4x0.7 

Black  Silt  Loam 

Fired  Clay,  Llthlcs 

Archaic 

NE  side  of  pit  Intruded  by 
Feature  46 

199 

>lONW>2oNL 

Small  Basin 

2.5x1.55x0.3 

Black  Silt  Loan, 
Moderate  Mussel 

Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Mussel  Shell 

Miller  III 

Phase 

20O 

49UNU540NL 

Soa  i  t  Bas  In 

1.95x1.9x0.3 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loan,  Moderate 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

201 

44UNW480NE 

Contr «ct  ing 

Cy 1  indr  lea  l 

2.  1x2. 0x2. 2 

Black  Silt  Loan  In 
Upper  Portion  of 

Pit  Grading  to  Cray 
Ash  at  base.  Sparse 
Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

Cray  clay  lining  sides, 
probably  burned 

202 

4  5UNW-»8UNF. 

Rectangular 
Bas  n 

4.9x2.75x0. 35 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam  Mottled  w/ 
Orange  Clay, 

Numerous  Mussel 

Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 

Bone,  Charcoal, 

Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

20) 

44UNW5  5UNL 

Sma  1  1  Bas  in 

1.55x1 .5x0.4 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loan,  Sparse 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Mussel  Shell 

Late  Vienna 
Subphase 

2u4 

45UNW490NK 

Keitangular 
Bas  in 

5.  3x2.7x0.95 

Dark  Brown  Slit 

Loam  Mott  led  w/ 
Orange  Clay, 
Moderate  Mussel 

Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 

Bone ,  Musse 1  She l 1 

Early  Vienna 
Subphase 

205 

4 10NW50UNL 

Small  Basin 

2.15x2.0x0.45 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Moderate 
Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Mussel  Shell 

Cofferdam  or 
Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

206 

52UNW56UNK 

Bowl 

4.3x3.2x2.75 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loan,  Sparse 

Mussel  Shell 

Llthlcs,  Charcoal, 
Mussel  Shell,  Sparse 
Pot  tery 

Early  Archaic- 
Kirk 

20/ 

58UNU480NE 

Sma  1 1  Bas  in 

1.6x1.5x0.25 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Numerous 

Musse 1  Shel l 

Pottesry,  Llthlcs, 

Bone ,  Musse 1  She l 1 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

Unmeasurable 


Table  13*  Site  1P161  Feature  Tabulation  (Continued). 


feature 
Nmahv  r 

I.OUl  l  Ml 

F« »lurr 
(-.Uogory 

length  X 

Wi-itli  x  IWplh 
<K!) 

Fill  Descript  Ion 

Content 

Cultural 

Affiliation 

Remarks 

2uH 

*ViNW-*W*NI. 

Sn»a  II  Ka  s  i  n 

2.  7x2.6Sx').6 

Dark  Brown  Sill 

Loam  Hot  led  w/ 
Orange  Clay, 

Numerous  Mussel 

Shell 

Pottery,  Lithtcs, 
Bone,  Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

Ur^'  Moui'i 

1.4x1.  »*>x0.  IS 

Black  Slit  Loam, 
Dense  Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Lithlcs, 
Bone,  Charcoal, 

Mussel  Shell 

Cat f ish  Bei  1 
Subphase 

«  li.’.-Snuhf 

x«*.  t  lar 

fta  n 

h.S*).()x2.'1 

Black  Silt  Loam 

Hot  tied  w/Orangc 
Clay,  Numerous 

Husse 1  Shel 1 

Pottery,  Lithlcs, 
Bone,  Mussel  Shell 

Galnesvl  l  le 

Sub phase 

Pit  walla  undercut  on 
cast  end.  Contained 

Burial  8) 

•  1  1 

■..mnw*  •»•»*». 

l.  *  r  k.*‘  Ha^in 

ft.  2x4  .  S x  |  .  b 

Black  Silt  Loam, 
Numerous  Musset 

Shell 

Pottery,  Lithlcs, 
Bone,  Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Subpha*.  t 

Contained  Burial  82 

.  Nw  •  »•■*  . 

l.-ir*.  dailn 

b.  1x6.0k  l.  1 

Black  Silt  Loam, 
Numerous  Mussel 

Shell 

Pottery,  Lithlcs, 
Bone,  Mussel  Shell 

Galnesvl 1  le 
Subphase 

Appears  to  have  been 
unfinished  heceuee  t?v 
bottom  wee  uneven 

:  * 

•<*■■  t4'i|;ular 

h.1-  in 

S.Sk  1.6x1 .  1 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Sparse 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Lithlcs, 
Mussel  Shel 1 

Early  Vienna 
Subphase 

..  >%• 

*  ~.i  1 1  *•••»  In 

1.0x2. 4x0.  | 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Numerous 
Mussel  bhel  1 

Pottery,  Lithlcs, 
Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 

Sub phase 

.  .  S 

-4  )'  li' 

■\r*  t  Hlf[M  1  »r 

Ha*  In 

4.  lSx4.SxO,4 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Numerous 

Huss.-l  Shell 

Pottery,  Lithlcs, 
Bone,  Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 

Suh phase 

Comprised  pert  of  ehelt 
ring 

* 

i't  —  .1  »Sr 

i  tigr  lias  H 

4.2x1. IxU. 4 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Numerous 
Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Lithlcs, 
Charcoal,  Fired  Clay, 
Bone,  Mussel  Shell 

Galnesvl  1  le 
Subphase 

Bottom  of  pit  burned  a 
yellowish-orange.  Com¬ 
prised  part  of  shell  ring 

.•  i  7 

«.'uNW 

Kf  t  a  ig-il.tr 
Bus  in 

b.2Sx  1.4x0. S 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Numerous 
Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Lithlcs, 
Bone,  Charcocl, 

Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
SuHphase 

Sides  of  pit  burned  yellow. 
Comprised  part  of  shell 
ring 

4  IONVi  MINE 

Kf  ta-igol.tr 
Has  In 

4.0Sx2.Sx0. 7 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Numerous 
Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Lithlcs, 
Bone,  Mussel  Shell 

Galnesvl 1 le 
Subphase 

Contained  Burial  86 

^  JONWS  >ONi 

He.  t.xngiltr 
Hj>  in 

4. 7Sx2. ISxU.7 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam  Mottled  w/ 
Orange  Clay, 
Numerous  Mussel 

She  l  1 

Pottery,  Lithlcs, 
Bone,  Mussel  Shell 

Galnesvl l  le 
Subphase 

Contained  Burial  84 

«2‘iSW>  7:  INI. 

Howl 

2.46x2.2x1 . 2S 

Dark  Brown  Silt 
latam.  Sparse 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Lithlcs, 
Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

-v  ‘ 

46>lNW)  /'JNt 

Sm-t  11  Has  in 

2.  iSxl . 7SxO.S 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Sparse 

Mus  se  l  She l  l 

Pottery,  Lithlcs, 
Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

Intrusive  post  hole 

££: 

«4DNW>6»fN» 

Sun  11  Has  In 

1 . 4Sx l . 4x0.8 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Numerous 
Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Lithlcs, 
Bone,  Mussel  Shell 

Late  Vienna 
Subphase 

:  ■  >\ 

mKINW'i  /ONi. 

Lml*’  t  ermlna  t  e 

-xl. ISxl .4 

Black  Silt  Loam, 
Sparse  Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Lithlcs, 
Fired  Clay,  Mussel 
Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase  ? 

Intrudes  Feature  2238. 

Pit  shape  not  distinct 

:  i )« 

SifONta^  7.)V. 

straight 

Cy 1  Indr  lea  1 

2.  1x2. 1x2.  1 

Black  Silt  Loam, 
Spars-*  Mussel  Shell 

Fired  Clay,  Lithtcs, 
Mussel  Shell 

Miller  III? 

u . 

j40NW58>IN|- 

Sma 11  Basin 

2.8x2.4xO. )S 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Sparse 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Lithlcs, 
Mussel  Shell 

Undataraload 
Possibly  Miller 
III  Phase 

j  j'i 

4>*iNW«MNt 

Sim  1 1  Baa  In 

1. 1x2. 7x0.6 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Numerous 
Mussel  Shel l 

Pottery,  Lithlcs, 
Mussel  Sihe  1 1 

Catf  Ish  Bend 
Subphase 

Within  shell  ring. 

Contained  Burial  86 

2  26 

4  )QNW440NK 

Small  Basin 

l.SSxl .2x0. i 

Clark  Silt  Loam, 
Sparse  Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Lithlcs, 
Mussel  Shell 

Miller  111 

Phase 

Within  shell  ring 

-  •  :  u  v-lsur-ihlt1 
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Feature 

Number 

Local  ion 

Feature 

Category 

Length  x 

Width  x  Depth 
(Ft) 

Fill  Description 

Content 

Cultural 

Affiliation 

Remarks 

227 

440NW470NL 

Bowl 

1.75x1.7x1.2 

Black  Silt  Loam. 
Sparse  Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Bone,  Mussel  Shell 

Henson  Springs 
Phase 

228 

5UUNWbOuNE 

Large  Basin 

3. 15x3.0x0. 75 

Black  Silt  Loam, 
Sparse  Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Bone,  Mussel  Shell 

Turkey  Paw 

Phase 

229 

45UNW  37u.tE 

Small  Basin 

2.75x2.2x0.4 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam  Mottled  w/ 
Orange  Clay, 

Numerous  MuBsel 

Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Mussel  Shell 

Late  Vienna 
Subphase 

2  ill 

j2'INWbuUNL 

Small  Basin 

2.75x2.55x1.2 

Hlack  Silt  Loam 
Packed  w/Mussel 

Shell 

Pottery,  Lithlcs, 
Mussel  Shell 

Early  Vienna 
Subphase 

2il 

42UNW400NE 

Sma  1  1  Has  In 

2.95x2.25x0.5 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Sparse 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

Contained 

Burial 

11 

2)2 

43UNW37UML 

Rectangular 

Basin 

4. 1x2. 4x0. 4 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Sparse 

Mussel  Shell 

Mussel  Shell. 

Llthlcs 

Undetermined 

Contained 

Burial 

12 

2  t 1 

52UNW5 iONh 

sma 1 i  Bas In 

2.1x1. 3x0. 3 

Dark  Brown  Slit 

Loam,  Sparse 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

Contained 

Burial 

15 

2)4 

NUT  ASM  1, NED 

2  35 

3iONW5/UNt 

Large  Basin 

3. 8x2. 2x0. 5 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Sparse 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Mussel  Shell 

Gainesville 

Subphase 

Contained 

Burials 

16A, 

16B 

2  )6 

39UNW  )9UNt 

Large  Basin 

4. 2x2 . 2x  - 

Dark  Brow.i  Silt 

Loam,  Sparse 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Lithlcs, 
Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

Contained 

Burial 

17 

2  »7 

380tiw  39QME 

Small  Basin 

).lxl. 5x0. 3 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Moderate 

Mussel  Shell 

Mussel  Shell, 

Lithlcs 

Undetermined 

Contained 

Burial 

18 

2  18 

53UNW500NK 

Indeterminate 

3.0x1 .bx  - 

Black  Silt  Loam, 
Numerous  Mussel 

Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Mussel  Shell 

Undetermined 
Probably  Gaines¬ 
ville  Subphase 

In  midden, 
Contained 

Burial 

19 

2  )  * 

57uN*52uNt 

Small  Basin 

2.1x1.95x0.1 

Light  Brown  Silt 
Loam,  Sparse 

Mussel  Shell 

Mussel  Shell, 
Charcoal 

Undetermined 

Contained 

Burial 

20 

2«U 

520NW>«9(JNE 

Indeterminate 

1.5xl.5x 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam 

Pottery,  Llthlcs 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

Contained 

Burial 

21 

24 ; 

51UNW5DUNE 

Sma  1 1  Bas  in 

3.0x2.bx0.2 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Sparse 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphasc 

Contained 

Burial 

22 

242 

520NW52UNE 

Large  Basin 

3. bx2. 5x0.2 

Dark  8ruwn  Silt 

Loam,  Moderate 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Be ixl 
Subphase 

In  midden, 
Contained 

Burial 

21 

24  1 

4bUNW450NE 

Small  Basin 

3.0xl.5xl.O 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Numerous 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Lithlcs, 
Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Suhphase 

In  midden. 
Contained 

Burial 

24 

244 

5/UNW42UNF 

Large  Basin 

l . 2x2 . 2x  - 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Numerous 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

In  midden. 
Contained 

Burial 

25 

2-4  *» 

420NW47UNE 

Rectangular 

Basin 

).25xl .8x0.5 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Numerous 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Llthlcs, 
Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Suhphase 

Located  in  center  of  shell 
ring.  Contained  Burial  26 

24b 

4 2UNU4  7 ONE 

Rectangular 
Bas  i  n 

4.bx2.4x0. 5 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Numerous 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery,  Lithlcs, 
Mussel  Shell 

Cstf lah  Bend 
Subphase 

Located  In  center  of  shell 
ring.  Contained  Burial  27 

247 

5lUNWb2DNE 

Ret  tangu lar 
Basin 

4.5x1 .5x0. b 

Dark  Brown  Silt 

Loam,  Sparse 

Mussel  Shell 

Pottery.  Llthlcs, 
Mussel  Shell 

Catfish  Bend 
Subphase 

Contained 

Burial 

31 

Unmeasurable 


Site  1Pi61,  Selected  Feature  Cross  Sections, 
Turkey  Paw  Subphase. 


Figure  75. 


Site  1Pi61,  Selected  Feature  Cross  Sections. 
Early  Vienna  Subphase- 


Straight  Cylindrical  Straight  Cylindrical 


Contracting  Cylindrical 


Feature  122,  Feature  230. 

Large  Baein  Small  Basin 


Feature  142,  Rectanguloid  Basin 


Figure  76. 


Site  1Pi61,  Selected  Feature  Cross  Sections. 
Late  Vienna  Subphase- 


V 


Feature  37, 
Small  Basin 


V 


Feature  76,  Large  Basin  Feature  30,  Rectangular  Basin 


Figure  77. 


Site  1Pi61,  Selected  Feature  Cross  Sections, 
Catfish  Bend  Subphase 


N 
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Feature  201, 
Contracting  Cylindrical 


Feature  44,  Rectangular  Basin 


Feature  90, 
Large  Basin 


Feature  55,  Bell 


Feature  43,  Small  Basin 


Figure  78. 
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Site  1Pi61,  Selected  Feature  Cross  Sections, 
Gainesville  Subphase  . 


Feature  33, 

Burial  34  Undetermined 


Feature  141, 

Burial  163  Undetermined 


Figure  79. 
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Site  1Pi61,  Selected  Feature  Cross  Sections. 
Gainesville  Subphase 


I 


V _ J 

Feature  108, 
Small  Basin 


Feature  153, 
Straight  Cylindrical 


Feature  152,  Bell 


i 


Figure  80. 


2 


Site.lPi61,  Feature  85.  Figure  82.  Site  lPi61,  Feature  15. 
Bell  Shaped  Pit.  Turkey  Contracting  Cylindrical 
Paw  Subphase.  Shaped  Pit.  Turkey  Paw 

Subph.ise . 


Figure  83.  Site  1P161,  Feature  14. 

Straight  Cylindrical 
Shaped  Pit .  Turkey  Paw 
Subphase. 
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Figure  85.  Site  1P161,  Feature  26. 

Contracting  Cylindrical 
Shaped  Pit.  Early  Vienna 
Subphase. 


Figure  86.  Site  1P161,  Feature  63. 

Rectangular  Basin  Shaped 
Pit.  Late  Vienna  Subphase 
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Figure  87.  Site  lPi61,  Feature  144. 

Large  Basin  Shaped  Pit. 
Late  Vienna  Subphase. 


Figure  88.  Site  lPi61,  Feature  25. 

Straight  Cylindrical 
Shaped  Pit.  Late  Vienna 
Subphase . 


Figure  93.  Site  lPi61,  Burial  63. 

Gainesville  Subphase. 


Figure  94.  Site  1P161,  Burial  19. 

Probably  Gainesville 
Subphase. 
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Figure  97. 


Site  lPi61 ,  Burial  50. 
Gainesville  Subphase. 


Figure  98.  Site  lPi61,  Burial  51 
Gainesville  Subphase. 


WV' 

Figure  99.  Site  1P161,  Burial  48.  Gainesville  Subphase. 


Four  semisubterranean  rectangular  structures  dating  to  the  Gaines¬ 
ville  subphase  were  uncovered  at  the  site  (Fig.  74).  These  are  described 
in  detail  below  along  with  a  fifth  oval  semisubterranean  structure  which 
probably  dates  to  the  Catfish  Bend  subphase.  Detailed  illustrative  mate¬ 
rials  and  summary  statistical  tables  for  these  structures  are  included 
under  this  section. 

A  large  number  of  post  holes  was  recorded  at  the  site.  Their  ho¬ 
rizontal  distribution  and  cultural  affiliation  is  discussed  in  this  sec¬ 
tion.  As  Figure  74  illustrates,  post  holes  were  concentrated  over  much  of 
the  entire  site;  exceptions  were  the  central  Catfish  Bend  cemetery  and  the 
area  just  south  of  it.  This  was  the  approximate  center  of  the  site:  the 
area  that  had  the  greatest  midden  accumulation  and  that  noticeably  lacked 
pit  features. 

The  concentrat Lon  of  post  holes  surrounding  this  central  cemetery 
included  numerous  instances  of  possible  small  circular  post  patterns.  No 
doubt  numerous  structures  dating  to  the  Turkey  Paw,  Vienna,  Catfish  Bend 
and  Gainesville  subphases  are  masked  within  these  concentrations.  Because 
of  the  intensity  of  occupation  over  a  600  year  period,  little  can  be 
definitely  inferred.  The  location  and  possible  cultural  affiliation  of 
several  possible  structures,  other  than  those  detailed  below,  will  be 
discussed . 

From  the  MilLer  ll  and  Miller  III  house  data,  an  estimated  maximum  of 
L5  to  20  house  structures  was  present  on  the  site.  This  estimate  assumes 
rebuilding  and  that  some  post  holes  were  graded  away  or  not  recognized. 
Other  structure  types,  such  as  benches,  racks,  etc.,  were  probably  also 
present . 

The  numerous  post  holes  indicate  that  a  good  deal  of  structure  build¬ 
ing  took  place  some  distance  from  the  terrace  edge  (Fig.  74).  Because 
tl.is  area  was  a  locus  for  Gainesville  subphase  facilities,  many  of  the 
structures  were  probably  built  during  the  Gainesville  subphase.  However, 
the  post  hole  distribution  may  reflect  differential  use  of  the  site  area 
over  a  long  period  of  time.  The  area  near  the  terrace  appears  to  be 
associated  with  cooking  and  and  burial  activities,  but  structures  were 
located  in  the  southern  portion  of  the  site.  Many  of  these  post  holes  may 
belong  to  t lie  Vienna  and  Catfish  Bend  subphases. 

O'Hear  et  al.  (1979)  found  a  circular  Miller  III  house  pattern  that 
consisted  of  95  post  holes  at  the  Tibbee  Creek  site.  Structure  1,  an  oval 
Late  Miller  II  house  at  Site  IGrlXl,  contained  approximately  100  post 
holes.  Because  a  minimum  of  2,218  post  holes  were  present  at  Site  lPi61, 
allowing  for  structures  other  than  dwellings,  a  maximum  of  15  to  20  struc¬ 
tures,  each  containing  95  to  100  posts,  could  have  been  present  over  a 
period  of  600  to  700  years.  If  the  percentage  of  pits  from  each  subphase 
is  an  indication  of  the  intensity  of  occupation,  then  most  post  holes  and 
structures  probably  were  associated  with  the  Catfish  Bend  subphase. 
Gainesville  and  Late  Vienna  occupations  were  about  equal  in  intensity 
according  to  the  number  of  pit  affiliations,  not  including  the  burial  pits 
associated  with  them.  Turkey  Paw  subphase  structures  were  probably  pre¬ 
sent  but  they  were  undoubtedly  larger  than  the  Miller  III  phase  houses.  A 
few  post  holes  or  structures  may  also  date  to  the  Broken  Pumpkin  Creek, 
Henson  Springs,  and  Archaic  occupations. 
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The  configuration  of  several  post  hole  concentrations  at  the  site  may 
possibly  represent  vestigial  remains  of  structures.  A  dense  concentration 
of  post  holes  was  located  just  north  of  Burials  82  through  85  (approxi¬ 
mately  grid  coordLnate  420NW550NE) .  Several  arcs  of  post  holes  were 
discernable  in  this  area.  They  were  possibly  the  remains-  of  MilLer  III 
structures.  Another  post  hole  concentration  was  located  on  the  western 
portion  of  the  site  just  west  of  Feature  45  (approximate  grid  coordinate 
460NW380NE) .  A  third  post  hole  concentration  was  located  just  west  of 
Test  Unit  500NW430NE.  These  post  hole  concentrations  appear  to  be  rem¬ 
nants  of  small  oval  to  round  structures,  probably  dating  to  the  Miller  III 
phase. 

Numerous  other  combinations  of  arc  post  patterns  and  post  hole  con¬ 
centrations  probably  represent  structure  remnants.  Many  post  holes  were 
present  around  the  periphery  of  the  central  Catfish  Bend  cemetery  and  were 
concentrated  away  from  the  terrace  edge.  Most  of  the  post  holes  probably 
date  to  the  Miller  III  phase.  The  four  semisubterranean  rectangular 
structures  and  the  single  oval  structure  are  described  below. 


Structure  1,  Feature  17 

Structure  L,  Feature  17  was  a  15  ft  by  11  ft  (4.6  m  by  3.4  m)  rectan¬ 
gular,  semisubterranean  house  (Figs.  104  and  109).  The  basin  extended  to 
a  minimum  depth  of  0.2  ft  (6.0  cm)  into  the  sterile  subsoil.  The  exact 
depth  of  the  original  basin  was  not  determined  because  of  grader  trun¬ 
cation.  Small  posts  had  been  set  just  inside  the  outer  edge  of  the  basin 
and  were  spaced  0.2  ft  to  2.0  ft  (6.0  cm  to  61.0  cm)  apart  with  a  mean 
spacing  of  0.6  ft  (18.3  cm). 

The  western  end  of  the  structure  had  been  dug  into  an  earlier  symme¬ 
trical  pit.  A  possible  entrance  was  present  at  the  southwest  corner  and  a 
soil  discoloration  was  located  on  the  interior  side  of  this  corner. 
Feature  17B,  a  basin  shaped  hearth,  was  located  in  the  center  portion  of 
the  structure.  Feature  17A,  a  basin  shaped  pit,  was  located  inside  the 
southeast  corner  of  the  structure,  but  it  probably  was  not  associated  with 
the  structure. 

Several  post  holes,  located  within  the  western  end  of  the  structure, 
may  have  been  an  internal  partition  (Fig.  104).  Instances  of  three  or 
more  posts  in  line  at  the  eastern  end  of  the  structure  may  also  indicate 
partitioning.  Several  larger  post  holes  (Feature  17C)  in  the  central 
portion  of  the  structure  may  indicate  intrastructure  support  posts.  The 
small  posts  or  saplings  that  once  formed  the  walls  appear  to  have  been 
drawn  inward  for  attachment  to  other  posts,  perhaps  alternately,  in  a 
woven  fashion. 

Two  sherd  concentrations  of  Mississippi  Plain  var.  Warrior,  in  situ 
within  the  structure,  were  at  the  point  of  contact  between  the  organic 
filL  of  the  basin  and  the  sterile  clay  subsoil. 

The  fill  of  the  basin  was  a  dark,  brown  silty  loam  intermixed  with 
mussel  shell  and  charcoal.  It  contained  numerous  sherds,  lithics,  bone 
and  a  human  skull  fragment.  Much  of  the  charcoal  was  from  burned  woven 
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Feature  17,  Structure  1 
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Figure  104. 
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Phase:  Gainesville  Subphase 


* 

Attribute 

ABCDEFGHIJKLMNO 

Shape : 

Round  _ 

Oval  _ 

Rectangular  X _ X _ X  X  X  X 


* 

Summary  Statistics:  Attribute 


1. 

Max.  Length  15.3  ft 

A. 

Single  Post 

2. 

Max.  Width  11.4  ft 

B. 

Basin,  Interior  Single  Post 

3. 

Floor  Area  176.6  ft^ 

C. 

Basin,  Interior  Single  Post, 

4. 

Basin  Depth  0.20  ft 

Wall  Trench 

5. 

Structure  Orientation  East-West 

D. 

Basin,  Exterior  Post 

6. 

Mean  Post  Diameter, 

E. 

Basin,  Wall  Trench,  Wattle  and 

Long  Axis  0.29  ft 

Daub 

7. 

Mean  Post  Diameter, 

F. 

Single  Post,  Wattle  and 

Short  Axis  0.33  ft 

Daub 

8. 

Mean  Post  Diameter  0.31  ft 

G. 

Wall  Trench,  Wattle  and  Daub 

9. 

Mean  Post  Depth, 

H. 

Single  Post,  Wall  Trench, 

Long  Axis  0.45  ft 

Wattle  and  Daub 

10. 

Mean  Post  Depth, 

I. 

Hearth/ Oven 

Short  Axis  0.42  ft 

J. 

Intrastructure  Feature(s) 

11. 

Mean  Post  Depth  0.44  ft 

K. 

Extrastructure  Feature (s) 

12. 

Mean  Distance  Between  Exterior 

L. 

Intrastructure/ Extrastructure 

Wall  Posts  0.61  ft 

Features (s) 

North-South  0.77  ft 

M. 

Intrastructure  Partitioning 

East-West  0.45  ft 

N. 

Intrastructure  Support 

Post(s) 

0.  Doorway/ Portico 


*  X  specifies  relevant  attribute  listed  in  right  hand  column. 
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grass  which  was  concentrated  near  the  top  of  the  basin  fill.  This  ma¬ 
terial  may  have  formed  part  of  the  roof  or  walls  of  the  structure.  Sum¬ 
mary  statistics  and  attributes  for  Structure  1  may  be  found  in  Table  14. 


Structure  2,  Feature  28 

Structure  2  was  a  9.5  ft  by  8.0  ft  (2.9  m  by  2.4  m)  rectangular 
semisubterranean  house  (Figs.  105,  110  and  111).  A  linear  arrangement  of 
small  post  holes  were  placed  inside  the  shallow  basin  and  spaced  from  0.5 
to  1.5  ft  (15.2  cm  to  45.7  cm)  apart.  The  posts  had  an  average  diameter 
of  0.6  ft  (18.3  cm)  and  had  penetrated  the  subsoil  to  an  average  depth  of 
0.27  ft  (8.2  cm).  The  small  posts  or  saplings  comprising  the  structure 
walls  apparently  were  drawn  inward  for  attachment  to  other  posts,  perhaps 
woven  into  place  alternately  from  the  side  and  end.  Lewis  and  Kneberg 
(1946,  Fig.  5)  described  a  comparable  example.  Small  posts  formed  three 
continuous  lines  joining  at  the  north,  west  and  east  corners.  The  mean 
distance  between  these  post  holes  was  0.6  ft  (18.3  cm).  At  the  south 
corner,  three  post  holes  formed  a  line  slanting  inward  to  form  an  opening. 
Another  line  of  parallel  post  holes  formed  an  overlapping  entrance  ap¬ 
proximately  2.5  ft  (0.8  m)  across. 

The  fill  of  the  shallow  basin  had  a  mean  depth  of  0.3  ft  (9.1  cm)  and 
was  a  dark  brown  to  black  silt  loam  interspersed  with  charcoal,  bone, 
lithics,  ceramics  and  mussel  shell.  No  direct  evidence  of  a  floor  was 
found  other  than  the  excavated  basin.  No  hearth  or  pits  were  noted  inside 
the  structure.  Summary  statistics  and  attributes  for  Structure  2  are 
listed  in  Table  15. 


Structure  3,  Feature  29 

Structure  3,  Feature  29  was  an  approximately  13.0  ft  by  10.0  ft  (4.0 
m  by  3.0  m)  rectangular  semisubterranean  wall  trench  structure  (Figs.  107, 
112  and  113).  The  internal  depth  of  the  basin  was  0.25  ft  (7.6  cm).  Two 
wall  trenches  parallel  to  the  outer  edge  of  the  basin  along  the  east-west 
axis  (Fig.  107)  were  approximately  10  ft  by  0.75  to  1.0  ft  and  1  ft  deep 
(13  ra  by  22.9  cm  to  30.5  cm  and  30.5  cm  deep).  The  trenches  were  packed 
with  mussel  shell,  stones  and  other  materials  as  if  to  wedge  or  brace  the 
posts  inside  the  trench.  In  cross  section  the  wall  trenches  in  some  areas 
contained  a  shelf  from  which  the  deeper  portion  of  the  trench  extended 
downward.  This  shelf  was  most  noticeable  in  Wall  Trench  2.  Wall  Trench  1 
apparently  intruded  upon  a  previous  line  of  single  set  posts  just  inside 
the  outer  edge  of  the  structure  along  the  northwestern  side  (Fig.  107) 
indicating  that  the  structure  had  been  rebuilt.  The  two  short  (north- 
south)  walls  of  the  structure  had  individually  set,  equidistantly  spaced, 
posts. 

Internal  features  located  in  the  approximate  center  of  Structure  3 
consisted  of  two  shallow  basin  hearths  (Features  29D,  29E).  A  large  post 
hole  intruded  into  one  of  the  hearths.  Burial  45,  an  infant  burial,  was 
found  within  a  shallow  basin  (Feature  29B)  in  the  central  portion  of  the 
eastern  end  of  the  structure.  A  large  pit  (Feature  29A) ,  dated  to  an 
earlier  occupation,  was  intruded  by  Wall  Trench  2  near  the  southeastern 
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South 

Unit 


Table  15.  Site  !Pi61  Structure  2,  Feature  28:  Summary  Statistics. 


Phase :  Gainesville  Subphase. 


* 

Attribute 

ABCDEFGHIJKLMNO 

Shape: 

Round 


Oval 


Rectangular  X _ X _ X  X 


Summary  Statistics: 

1.  Max.  Length  9.5  ft 

2.  Max.  Width  8.0  ft 

3.  Floor  Area  76.0  ft^ 

4.  Basin  Depth  0.30  ft 

5.  Structure  Orientation  Northeast- 

Southwest 

6.  Mean  Post  Diameter, 

Long  Axis  0.32  ft 

7.  Mean  Post  Diameter, 

Short  Axis  0.30  ft 

8.  Mean  Post  Diameter  0.31  ft 

9.  Mean  Post  Depth, 

Long  Axis  0.28  ft 

10.  Mean  Post  Depth, 

Short  Axis  0.26  ft 

11.  Mean  Post  Depth  0.27  ft 

12.  Mean  Distance  Between  Exterior 

Wall  Posts  0.60  ft 
Northeast-Southwest  0.49  ft 
Northeast-Southeast  0.70  ft 


* 

Attribute 

A.  Single  Post 

B.  Basin,  Interior  Single  Post 

C.  Basin,  Interior  Single  Post, 

Wall  Trench 

D.  Basin,  Exterior  Post 

E.  Basin,  Wall  Trench,  Wattle  and 

Daub 

F.  Single  Post,  Wattle  and 

Daub 

G.  Wall  Trench,  Wattle  and  Daub 

H.  Single  Post,  Wall  Trench, 

Wattle  and  Daub 

I.  Hearth/Oven 

J.  Intrastructure  Feature(s) 

K.  Extrastructure  Feature(s) 

L.  Intrastructure/Extrastructure 

Features (s) 

M.  Intrastructure  Partitioning 

N.  Intrastructure  Support 

Post (s) 

O.  Doorway/Portico 


*  X  specifies  relevant  attribute  listed  in  right  hand  column. 
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Figure  106 


Table  16.  Site  1P161  Structure  3,  Feature  29:  Summary  Statistics 


Phase:  Gainesville  Subphase. 


Attribute 

ABCDEFGHIJKLMNO 

Shape : 

Round  _ 

Oval  _ 

Rectangular  _ X _ X _ X  X  X  X 


Summary  Statistics: 

1.  Max.  Length  13.0  ft 

2.  Max.  Width  10.0  ft 

3.  Floor  Area  130.0  ft^ 

4.  Basin  Depth  East-West 

5.  Structure  Orientation  Undetermined 

6.  Mean  Post  Diameter, 

Long  Axis  0.45  ft 

7.  Mean  Post  Diameter, 

Short  Axis  0.45  ft 

8.  Mean  Post  Diameter  -  0.45  ft 

9.  Mean  Post  Depth, 

Long  Axis  (Wall  Trench, 

0.1  ft  deep) 

10.  Mean  Post  Depth, 

Short  Axis  0.67  ft 

11.  Mean  Post  Depth  0.67  ft 

12.  Mean  Distance  Between  Exterior 

Wall  Posts  0.60  ft 


* 

Attribute 

A.  Single  Post 

B.  Basin,  Interior  Single  Post 

C.  Basin,  Interior  Single  Post, 

Wall  Trench 

D.  Basin,  Exterior  Post 

E.  Basin,  Wall  Trench,  Wattle  and 

Daub 

F.  Single  Post,  Wattle  and 

Daub 

G.  Wall  Trench,  Wattle  and  Daub 

H.  Single  Post,  Wall  Trench, 

Wattle  and  Daub 

I.  Hearth/Oven 

J.  Intrastructure  Feature(s) 

K.  Extrastructure  Feature(s) 

L.  Intrastructure/Extrastruc¬ 

ture  Features (s) 

M.  Intrastructure  Partitioning 

N.  Infrastructure  Support 

Post(s) 

O.  Doorway/ Portico 


*  X  specifies  relevant  attribute  listed  in  right  hand  column. 
-  »  Unmeasurable 
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corner  of  the  structure.  Several  paired  and  single  internal  posts  were 
present,  perhaps  representing  support  posts  or  partitions.  The  most 
likely  location  for  an  entrance  was  a  1.3  ft  (39.6  cm)  space  between  Wall 
Trench  2  and  the  large  post  in  the  southeast  corner  of  the  structure 
(Fig.  107).  There  was  however,  a  depressed  area  (Feature  29C)  in  the 
southwest  corner  that  also  may  have  been  an  entrance.  The  wall  trench 
structure  probably  was  built  over  an  earlier  single  post  rectangular 
structure. 

The  fill  of  the  structure  was  a  dark  brown  to  black  silt  loam  con¬ 
taining  numerous  mussel  shell  interspersed  with  charcoal.  The  fill  con¬ 
tained  ceramics,  lithics,  and  nonhuman  bone.  Summary  statistics  and 
attributes  for  Structure  3  are  presented  in  Table  16. 


Structure  4,  Feature  92 

Structure  4,  Feature  92  was  an  approximately  10.0  ft  by  6.0  ft  (3.0 
by  1.8  m)  rectangular  semisubterranean  structure  (Figs.  107,  114  and  115). 
The  average  interior  depth  of  the  basin  was  0.4  ft  (12.2  cm).  Small  posts 
had  been  set  0.5  to  1.0  ft  (15.2  cm  to  30.5  cm)  apart  around  the  edges  at 
fairly  regular  intervals  at  a  mean  distance  of  0.7  ft  (21.3  cm).  Some 
gaps  in  the  pattern  along  the  northwest,  north  and  southeast  sides  were 
less  than  2  ft  (61.0  cm)  wide.  The  post  holes  were  uniform  in  depth, 
shape  and  size.  They  were  circular  in  horizontal  cross  section  and 
straight  sided  with  rounded  bottoms  in  vertical  cross  section. 

A  shallow  basin  hearth  (Feature  92A)  1.3  ft  by  1.0  ft  (39.6  cm  by 
30.5  cm)  and  0.45  ft  (13.7  cm)  deep  was  at  the  approximate  center  of  the 
structure  (Fig.  107).  Four  large  posts  formed  a  rectangle  at  the  northern 
end  of  the  structure  inside  walls.  These  may  have  been  support  posts  for 
a  rack  or  other  internal  facility.  Any  one  of  the  gaps  in  the  walls  along 
the  northern  and  eastern  walls  could  have  served  as  an  entrance. 

The  fill  of  the  basin  was  a  dark  brown  to  black  silt  loam  inter¬ 
spersed  with  mussel  shells  and  charcoal.  Numerous  ceramics,  lithics,  and 
animal  bones  were  present  in  the  fill.  A  sherd  concentration  was  noted  in 
Unit  3  at  the  north  end  of  the  structure  (Fig.  107).  Summary  statistics 
and  attributes  for  Structure  4  are  presented  in  Table  17. 


Structure  5,  Feature  98 

Structure  5,  Feature  98  was  a  probably  oval  in  outline.  It  was  22.1 
ft  by  10.4  ft  (6.7  m  by  3.2  m)  and  had  a  depressed  basin  floor  0.7  ft 
(21.3  cm)  deep.  At  the  southern  end  was  an  elongated  feature  that  may 
have  served  as  an  entrance  (Fig.  108).  When  this  feature  was  uncovered  by 
grading  activities,  it  appeared  as  a  large  oval  stain  packed  with  mussel 
shell.  Burials  46  and  47,  both  in  a  tightly  flexed  position,  were  in¬ 
terred  within  the  floor  and  fill  of  this  feature.  Although  numerous  post 
holes  surrounded  Structure  5,  no  definite  post  hole  alignment  was  de¬ 
termined.  Summary  statistics  and  attributes  for  Structure  5  are  presented 
in  Table  18. 
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Table  L7.  Site  1P161  Structure  4,  Feature  92:  Summary  Statistics. 


Phase:  Gainesville  Subphase. 

•k 

Attribute 

ABCDEFGHIJKLMNO 

Shape : 

Round 

Oval  _ 

Rectangular  X _ X _ X _ X  X 

* 

Summary  Statistics:  Attribute 


L. 

Max.  Length  10.2  ft 

A. 

Single  Post 

2. 

Max.  Width  7.3  ft 

B. 

Basin,  Interior  Single  Post 

3. 

2 

Floor  Area  74.3  ft 

C. 

Basin,  Interior  Single  Post, 

4. 

Basin  Depth  0.40  ft 

Wall  Trench 

5. 

Structure  Orientation  North-South 

D. 

Basin,  Exterior  Post 

6. 

Mean  Post  Diameter, 

E. 

Basin,  Wall  Trench,  Wattle  and 

Long  Axis  0.23  ft 

Daub 

7. 

Mean  Post  Diameter, 

F. 

Single  Post,  Wattle  and 

Short  Axis  0.24  ft 

Daub 

8. 

Mean  Post  Diameter  0.24  ft 

G. 

Wall  Trench,  Wattle  and  Daub 

9. 

Mean  Post  Depth, 

H. 

Single  Post,  Wall  Trench, 

Long  Axis  0.38  ft 

Wattle  and  Daub 

10. 

Mean  Post  Depth, 

I. 

Hearth/Oven 

Short  Axis  0.39  ft 

J. 

Intrastructure  Feature(s) 

11. 

Mean  Post  Depth  0.39  ft 

K. 

Extrastructure  Feature(s) 

12. 

Mean  Distance  Between  Exterior 

L. 

Intrastructure/ Extrastructure 

Wall  Posts  0.70  ft 

Features (s) 

East-West  0.70  ft 

M. 

Intrastructure  Partitioning 

North-South  0.72  ft 

N. 

Intrastructure  Support 

Post (s) 

0.  Doorway/ Portico 


*  X  specifies  relevant  attribute  listed  in  right  hand  column. 
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Table  18.  Site  1P161  Structure  5,  Feature  98:  Summary  Statistics 


r-  '  '  '  •  '  -  '  ' 

!.  ' 

I. 

I. 


b 

*  * 

k.' 

Phase:  Catfish  Bend  Subphase. 

k: 

■V 

4r 

Attribute 

9 

ABC 

D  E  F 

G 

HIJKLMNO 

Shape : 

Round 

r 

Oval 

X 

XXX  X 

9 

Rectangular 

K" 

Summary  Statistics: 

* 

Attribute 

1. 

Max.  Length  22.1  ft 

A. 

Single  Post 

► 

2. 

Max.  Width  10.4  ft 

B. 

Basin,  Interior  Single  Post 

3. 

Floor  Area  141.0  ft^ 

C. 

Basin,  Interior  Single  Post, 

4. 

Basin  Depth  0.7  ft 

Wall  Trench 

5. 

Structure  Orientation  North-South 

D. 

Basin,  Exterior  Post 

6. 

Mean  Post  Diameter, 

E. 

Basin,  Wall  Trench,  Wattle  and 

Long  Axis  ? 

Daub 

7. 

Mean  Post  Diameter, 

F. 

Single  Post,  Wattle  and 

B 

Short  Axis  ? 

Daub 

8. 

Mean  Post  Diameter  ? 

G. 

Wall  Trench,  Wattle  and  Daub 

9. 

Mean  Post  Depth, 

H. 

Single  Post,  Wall  Trench, 

• 

Long  Axis  ? 

Wattle  and  Daub 

10. 

Mean  Post  Depth, 

I. 

Hearth/Oven 

- 

Short  Axis  ? 

J. 

Intrastructure  Feature(s) 

11. 

Mean  Post  Depth  ? 

K. 

Extrastructure  Feature (s) 

> 

12. 

Mean  Distance  Between  Exterior 

L. 

Intrastructure/ Extrastructure 

' « 

Wall  Posts  ? 

Features(s) 

M. 

Intrastructure  Partitioning 

N. 

Intrastructure  Support 

Post(s) 

■1 

0. 

Doorway/ Portico 

*  X  specifies  relevant  attribute  listed  in  right  hand  column, 
i 
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Figure  112.  Site  lPi61,  Structure  3, 
Feature  29  before  Excava¬ 
tion.  Gainesville  Sub- 


Figure  113.  Site  lPi61 ,  Structure  3 
Feature  29  after  Excava 

tion . 
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Figure  114.  Site  lPi61,  Structure  4, 
Feature  92  before  Excava¬ 
tion.  Catfish  Bend  or 
Gainesville  Subphase. 


Figure  115.  Site  lPi61,  Structure  4 
Feature  92  after  Excava 
tion . 
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INTERNAL  SITE  COMPOSITION 


Stratigraphy 

Stratigraphy  at  Site  lPi61  was  homogeneous  over  most  of  the  site. 
The  midden  accumulation  in  the  center  of  the  site  produced  the  best  se¬ 
quence  of  zones.  Occasionally  aboriginal  digging  practices  produced 
distortions  in  the  strata  resulting  in  sterile  subsoil  positioned  out  of 
its  natural  context  (Fig.  116).  Four  distinct  zones  were  recorded  for  the 
site  and  are  described  below. 

Zone  A.  Zone  A  was  a  black  silt  loam  intermixed  with  crushed  mussel 
shell  and  represented  the  plowzone  at  the  site.  The  average  thickness  of 
Zone  A  was  0.5  ft  (15.2  cm). 

Zone  B.  This  zone  was  a  dark  brown  silt  loam  mottled  with  a  slight 
amount  of  orange  clay.  Whole  mussel  shells  were  interspersed  throughout 
this  matrix.  The  zone  ranged  in  thickness  from  1.0  ft  (30.5  cm)  at  the 
center  of  the  site  to  0.2  ft  (6.0  cm)  near  the  site  periphery. 

Zone  C.  Zone  C  was  an  orange  clay  mottled  with  a  slight  amount  of 
medium  brown  silt  loam.  It  lay  immediately  beneath  Zone  B  on  all  portions 
of  the  site. 

Zone  D.  Zone  D  was  a  sterile  white  sand  below  Zone  C  at  a  minimum 
depth  of  5.0  ft  (15.2  cm). 


Cultural  Stratigraphy 

Zones  A  and  B  resulted  primarily  from  human  refuse  disposal  indicat¬ 
ing  intensive  consumption  at  this  locality. 

Cultural  components  at  Site  lPi61  are  represented  in  three  zones. 
Zone  A  contained  predominantly  Late  Woodland  Vienna  and  Catfish  Bend 
subphase  artifacts.  Zone  B  contained  predominantly  Late  Woodland  Vienna 
and  Catfish  Bend  subphase  as  well  as  some  Late  Miller  II  Turkey  Paw  sub¬ 
phase  material.  Henson  Springs,  Broken  Pumpkin  Creek,  and  Archaic  arti¬ 
facts  also  were  present.  Artifacts  representing  Late  Archaic  (West 
Greene) ,  Middle  Archaic  (Vaughn) ,  Middle  to  Late  Archaic  (Benton) ,  and 
Early  Archaic  (Kirk)  components  were  recognized.  Zone  C  contained  oc¬ 
casional  Early  to  Late  Archaic  artifacts,  but  these  were  probably  intru¬ 
sive  from  above.  Zone  C  appeared  to  be  otherwise  sterile. 


Natural  Stratigraphy 

Zone  C.  Zone  C  was  a  silty  clay  deposited  on  this  portion  of  the 
terrace  prior  to  human  habitation.  Although  a  few  artifacts  were  found  in 
the  upper  part  of  the  zone,  they  appeared  to  be  intrusive  from  Zone  B 
rather  than  inclusive.  The  formation  of  Zone  C  may  be  attributed  pri¬ 
marily  to  geophysical  forces. 
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Zone  D.  No  artifacts  were  found  within  Zone  D,  a  clean  white  sand. 
Like  Zone  C,  this  zone  was  the  product  of  natural  forces. 


Horizontal  Distribution  of  Components 
Early,  Middle  and  Late  Archaic  Periods 

Archaic  materials  were  distributed  widely  across  Site  lPi61  although 
the  amount  of  material  was  relatively  sparse  from  this  time  period. 
Several  Archaic  features  were  present  on  the  site.  Diagnostic  material, 
however,  was  recovered  only  from  Feature  20C.  This  was  a  Kirk  bowl  shaped 
pit  located  on  the  northern  portion  of  the  site.  The  other  Archaic  fea¬ 
tures  were  so  designated  because  they  lacked  ceramics  and  had  a  predomi¬ 
nance  of  fired  clay,  burned  sandstone,  and  lithic  debitage  characteristic 
of  Archaic  assemblages  in  the  Gainesville  Lake  area.  Features  148,  172, 
173,  190,  192,  and  198  and  206  were  designated  as  Archaic.  These  features 
include  large  and  small  oval  basins,  bowls,  and  a  single  rectangular 
basin. 

The  Archaic  occupations  may  have  been  concentrated  nearest  the  ter¬ 
race  edge.  One  concentration  of  Late  Archaic  West  Greene  materials  was 
found  in  Feature  27,  a  Turkey  Paw  subphase  pit  evidently  intruded  into  a 
Late  Archaic  feature.  Several  Gary  var.  Tombigbee  projectile  points  made 
of  Tallahatta  quartzite  were  concentrated  in  the  bottom  portion  of  the  pit 
along  with  yellow  chert  debitage,  cores  and  other  tools. 

Several  Archaic  projectile  points  were  found  in  the  test  excavations 
near  the  center  of  the  site,  suggesting  a  widespread  occupation  during 
this  time  period.  Late  Archaic  West  Greene  and  Middle  Archaic  Vaughn 
components  were  present  on  the  site.  In  addition,  a  few  Benton  cluster 
projectile  points  were  found  indicating  occupation  from  late  Middle  Ar¬ 
chaic  to  the  early  Late  Archaic.  Several  Kirk  cluster  projectile  points 
were  found  indicating  that  a  Kirk  component  was  present.  Several  Wade 
related  projectile  points  were  also  found,  possibly  indicating  a  terminal 
Archaic  occupation. 

Late  Archaic  Gary  var.  Tombigbee  and  Little  Bear  Creek  var.  unspeci¬ 
fied  projectile  points  were  found  inclusive  within  Features  27,  30,  66  and 
153  indicating  wide  spread  occupation  by  West  Greene  groups.  Vaughn 
var .  Vaughn  and  Demopolis  var.  Demopolis  projectile  points  were  found 
inclusive  within  Features  40,  44,  69,  95  and  124  indicating  a  wide  distri¬ 
bution  of  these  forms  on  the  site.  Habitation  was  evidently  sporadic 
during  Vaughn  times.  A  Kirk  var.  unspecified  projectile  point  associated 
with  Structure  4  located  at  the  extreme  northern  end  of  the  site  fairly 
close  to  Kirk  Feature  20C  mentioned  above  indicates  that  a  Kirk  occupation 
was  present  on  this  portion  of  the  site. 


Middle  Gulf  Forma tional  Period 

Broken  Pumpkin  Creek  Phase.  At  this  time  the  occupation  of  Site 
1P161  seems  to  have  been  brief  and  sporadic.  The  fiber  tempered  pottery 
diagnostic  of  this  phase  was  found  sparsely  scattered  over  the  entire 
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site.  Two  features  on  the  terrace  at  the  northeast  end  of  the  site  in 
Unit  570NW530NE  may  indicate  a  concentration  in  that  area. 


Late  Gulf  Formational  Period 


Henson  Springs  Phase.  Occupation  of  Site  lPi61  during  the  Henson 
Springs  phase  was  also  sporadic  and  temporary.  The  Alexander  pottery 
diagnostic  of  this  phase  was  scattered  sparsely  across  the  site.  Only  one 
pit  feature  from  this  phase  was  found  in  the  southwestern  portion  of  the 
site  in  Unit  440NW470NE. 


Middle  Woodland  Period 

Miller  II  Phase.  Site  lPi61  was  evidently  not  occupied  again  until 
the  Miller  II  Turkey  Paw  subphase  when  two  complexes  of  pit  features  were 
constructed.  One  north  to  south  linear  arrangement  of  pit  features  along 
the  northeastern  margin  of  the  site  and  another  north  to  south  linear 
arrangement  of  seven  pit  features  near  the  central  portion  of  the  site 
were  constructed  during  this  subphase. 


Late  Woodland  Period 


Occupation  of  the  site  continued  during  the  Miller  III  Early  Vienna 
subphase.  This  the  occupation  was  represented  by  a  complex  of  eight  pit 
features  concentrated  near  the  eastern  portion  of  the  site  along  the 
terrace  edge.  Eight  other  pit  features  in  groups  of  two  or  three  were 
located  in  other  areas  of  the  site. 

Continued  occupation  during  the  Miller  III  Late  Vienna  subphase  was 
represented  by  three  pit  feature  complexes.  One  complex  of  eight  pit 
features  was  constructed  in  the  same  area  as  the  Early  Vienna  subphase 
feature  complex  on  the  terrace  edge  in  the  northeastern  portion  of  the 
site.  Another  complex  of  five  pit  features  was  located  50  ft  (15.2  m) 
south  of  the  first  complex  in  the  vicinity  of  Unit  500NW550NE.  A  third 
complex  of  six  or  seven  other  pit  features  was  dispersed  throughout  the 
southern  portion  of  the  site. 

The  succeeding  Miller  III  Catfish  Bend  subphase  occupation  covered 
most  of  this  site.  The  major  pit  complex  at  this  time,  however,  was 
located  on  the  crest  of  the  terrace  in  the  northwest  portion  of  the  site. 
In  addition  to  that  complex,  a  cemetery  composed  of  24  burials  was  located 
in  the  north  central  portion  of  the  site.  An  area  clear  of  burials  and 
other  pit  features  was  tangent  to  this  cemetery  and  probably  represented  a 
plaza. 


Occupation  at  Site  lPi61  continued  into  the  terminal  Miller  III 
Gainesville  subphase.  Four  semisubterranean  houses  were  built  at  this 
time.  Two  were  in  the  southwestern  portion  and  two  in  the  northeastern 
portion  of  the  site.  A  well  defined  cemetery  of  20  burials  was  associated 
with  the  northeastern  structures.  A  less  well  defined  cemetery  of  27 
burials  was  associated  with  the  southwestern  structures.  The  latter  may 
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actually  have  been  two  cemeteries.  One  small  group  of  burials  belonged  to 
the  Catfish  Bend  subphase.  The  others  belonged  to  the  Gainesville  ?ub- 
phase.  Located  just  east  of  the  southwestern  structures  was  a  ring  of 
shell  32  ft  (9.8  m)  in  diameter  (Fig.  74).  Three  cooking  pits  were  in¬ 
clusive  within  it.  The  Catfish  Bend  subphase  plaza  was  probably  still  in 
use  at  thLs  time  since  no  features  were  constructed  within  it  between  the 
northeastern  pair  of  structures  and  the  southwestern  pair.  The  ceramic 
analysis  indicates  that  the  majority  of  the  midden  accumulated  during  the 
Catfish  Bend  and  Gainesville  subphases. 


SUMMARY 


Site  Formation  Process 

Virtually  all  of  the  first  terrace  was  formed  during  the  Pleistocene. 
During  the  following  Archaic  stage  there  was  very  little  alluviation  at 
Site  lPi6l.  Nearly  all  of  the  Archaic  materials  recovered  were  deposited 
on  the  orange  silt  or  clay  loam  which  formed  the  subsoil  at  this  site. 
Most  of  the  site  stratigraphy  during  the  succeeding  periods  resulted  from 
the  disposal  of  a  large  amount  of  refuse  forming  a  dense  midden  composed 
of  abundant  shellfish,  animal  bone,  charcoal,  and  lithic,  and  ceramic 
debris. 

Prior  to  the  Late  Middle  Woodland  period,  human  activity  had  little 
effect  on  the  physical  appearance  of  Site  lPi61.  Only  a  few  pit  features 
had  been  constructed  along  the  crest  of  the  terrace.  The  first  substan¬ 
tial  occupation  of  the  site  was  during  the  Turkey  Paw  subphase  of  the 
Middle  Woodland  period.  During  this  occupation,  two  complexes  of  pit 
features,  one  on  the  northeast  margin  of  the  site  and  the  other  in  the 
north  central  section,  were  constructed.  At  least  one  house  must  have 
been  present  but  because  of  the  large  number  of  post  holes,  individual 
single  post  structures  could  not  be  isolated  with  confidence.  At  this 
time  the  first  true  midden  began  to  accumulate  at  the  site. 

The  early  Vienna  subphase  occupation  was  concentrated  on  the  terrace 
edge  in  the  north  central  portion  of  the  site.  A  complex  of  seven  pit 
features  was  located  in  that  area.  Eight  or  ..ine  other  features  were  also 
scattered  across  the  northern  or  highest  portion  of  the  site.  Single  post 
structures  must  have  been  built  during  this  subphase  and  the  following 
Catfish  Bend  subphase,  but  the  vast  number  of  post  holes  precluded  defini- 
ton  of  these  post  patterns. 

The  number  of  pit  features  and  pit  feature  complexes  increased 
through  time,  indicating  that  the  population  increased  as  well.  More  pit 
features  and  midden  accumulation  occurred  during  the  Catfish  Bend  subphase 
and  succeeding  Gainesville  subphase  than  during  any  prior  subphase. 
During  the  Catfish  Bend  subphase,  at  least  33  pit  features  were  construc¬ 
ted.  These  included  two  pit  complexes  on  the  crest  of  the  terrace  in  the 
northern  portion  of  the  site,  another  smaller  complex  in  the  east  central 
portion  of  the  site,  and  several  other  pit  features  randomly  situated  in 
the  southern  area  of  the  site.  The  pit  features  located  at  the  lower 
elevation  of  the  southern  portion  of  the  site  were  the  first  to  appear  in 
that  area.  Two  cemeteries  of  approximately  36  burials  also  appeared  at 
this  time. 
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The  last  major  occupation  was  during  the  Gainesville  subphase.  At 
this  time  four  rectangular  semisubterranean  houses  with  adjacent  ceme¬ 
teries  were  significant  additions  to  the  site.  Also  during  the  Gaines¬ 
ville  subphase  a  large  ring  of  shellfish  was  deposited  in  the  south- 
central  portion  of  the  site.  This  ring  may  be  the  remnants  of  an  outdoor 
cooking  area. 
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CHAPTER  VIII 


THE  GAINESVILLE  LAKE  EXCAVATIONS: 

SUMMARY  AND  CONCLUSIONS 

The  overall  goals  of  this  project  were  twofold  but  not  mutually 
exclusive.  The  first  goal  was  the  mitigation  of  the  adverse  impacts  on 
the  nonrenewable  cultural  resources  of  the  Gainesville  Lake  area.  Miti¬ 
gation  includes:  (1)  archaeological  salvage  excavations  to  allow  recovery 
of  maximum  amounts  of  information  and  (2)  preparation  of  a  report  detail¬ 
ing  activities  and  findings  of  the  excavations.  Mitigation  entails  the 
second  goal,  an  interpretation  of  the  material  recovered  to  formulate  an 
approximation  of  the  successive  lifeways  that  evolved  during  the  12,000 
year  prehistory  of  the  lake  area.  The  term  lifeway  encompasses  the  rela¬ 
tion  or  interaction  of  a  cultural  group  or  cultural  system  within  its  eco¬ 
system.  To  document  these  successive  changes,  the  different  classes  of 
portable  materials;  ceramics,  lithics,  flora,  fauna,  and  osteological 
remains  have  been  analyzed  by  different  specialists.  Variability  in  the 
material  culture  throughout  the  successive  stages,  periods  and  phases  was 
the  focus  of  this  report. 

This  volume  has  described  the  methods  of  excavation  and  recovery  and 
has  summarized  the  nonportable  materials  recovered.  The  following  volumes 
further  describe  the  portable  materials  and  uses  them,  along  with  ma¬ 
terials  previously  recovered  from  the  Gainesville  Lake  area  excavations, 
to  formulate  a  comprehensive  interpretation  of  the  prehistory  and  rela¬ 
tionship  of  the  Gainesville  Lake  area  cultures  to  those  in  contiguous 
regions. 

The  material  recovered  from  the  Gainesville  Lake  area  is  unfortu 
nately,  not  thoroughly  representative  of  the  entire  prehistoric  continuum 
of  the  region.  To  some  degree  this  is  a  result  of  different  settlement 
and  demographic  patterns  that  took  place  during  certain  periods.  Cultural 
remains  were  most  sparse  during  the  Archaic  stage.  Archaic  materials  were 
recovered  from  stratified  Early  Archaic  components  at  Sites  lGrlXl  and 
iGr2.  Middle  and  Late  Archaic  materials  were  also  recovered  from  these 
sites.  The  system  of  lithlc  classification  used  in  this  report  should 
demonstrate  cultural  and  historical  classes  and  allow  the  successful 
interpretation  of  forms  with  good  time  depth.  Forms  found  in  limited 
chronological  and  geographical  distribution  may  allow  recognition  of 
stylistic  variability  between  components.  Technological  and  use  classes 
may  also  be  recognized  to  determine  aspects  of  site  function.  The  lithic 
classification  will  ultimately  serve  two  major  purposes:  (1)  to  ascertain 
the  function  of  sites  or  components  within  the  settlement  system  by  de¬ 
termining  lithic  technological  and  use  practices,  and  (2)  to  measure 
statistical  variability  and  attain  a  fine  degree  of  temporal  control. 

Middle  and  Late  Gulf  Formational  components  are  small  and  seem  to  be 
about  the  same  size  as  Late  Archaic  components.  During  the  Miller  I  phase 
of  the  Middle  Woodland,  the  first  base  camp  appears  in  the  Gainesville 
Lake  area.  From  the  Miller  II  phase  throughout  the  remainder  of  lake  area 
prehistory,  components  are  more  numerous  and  well  represented. 


Consequently,  these  volumes  will  concentrate  on  cultural  change  and  conti¬ 
nuity  from  the  beginning  of  the  Middle  Woodland  period  (100  B.C.)  through 
the  Late  Mississippian  period  (A.D.  1540). 

Temporal  control  for  the  Archaic  stage  materials  falls  solely  on  the 
lithic  analysis.  Projectile  point  morphology  may  in  addition,  be  used  in 
detecting  preceramic  chronology.  With  the  introduction  of  pottery,  how¬ 
ever,  the  plasticity  and  the  greater  morphological  variability  of  the 
ceramic  fabric  allows  for  a  finer  temporal  scaling.  Once  the  ceramic 
variability  is  documented,  it  may  be  used  advantageously  as  a  sensitive 
temporal  indicator.  The  lithic,  floral  and  faunal  assemblages  from  se¬ 
lected  features  may  then  be  temporally  scaled  by  direct  ceramic  asso¬ 
ciation.  Subsistence  variability  through  time  can  then  be  precisely 
documented. 

The  plant  communities  present  at  the  time  of  first  European  contact 
were  reconstructed  from  United  States  General  Land  Office  Survey  notes  and 
plats  compiled  by  surveys  in  1820,  1832,  and  1834  (Caddell  1981).  If  the 
environment  was  not  drastically  altered  in  the  last  2,000  years,  the  span 
encompassing  98  percent  of  the  floral  and  faunal  sample,  this  reconstruc¬ 
tion  should  enhance  modeling  of  prehistoric  floral  and  faunal  procurement 
systems.  Because  certain  animal  species  concentrate  within  specific  plant 
communities,  and  the  species  exploited  are  known  from  floral  and  faunal 
analysis,  it  should  be  possible  to  approximate  prehistoric  floral  and 
faunal  procurement  patterns.  Procurement  information  should  further 
explain  site  placement.  With  good  temporal  control,  it  should  also  be 
possible  to  demonstrate  successive  changes  in  these  procurement  patterns. 

During  the  1976-1977  season,  eight  houses  were  identified  and  exca¬ 
vated.  Three  other  possible  houses  were  also  excavated.  These  houses  are 
compared  to  houses  previously  excavated  by  Jennings  (1941),  Cotter  and 
Corbett  (1951),  and  O'Hear  et  al.  (1979).  Consequently,  data  for  at  least 
20  houses  are  now  available  for  comparison  within  the  Tombigbee  drainage. 

A  very  large  and  well  documented  body  of  data  collected  from  the 
Gainesville  Lake  area  was  described  in  the  preceding  pages.  The  Gaines¬ 
ville  Lake  excavations  yielded  one  of  the  largest  collections  recovered 
from  any  reservoir  project  in  Alabama  since  the  WPA  excavations  in  the 
Tennessee  Valley.  The  Gainesville  Lake  area  excavations  have  further 
provided  the  largest  body  of  well  documented  subsistence  data  ever  recov¬ 
ered  in  Alabama. 
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